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IRTKOBnCTORr NOTtCI. 



I'm Rsrr. EasaTon Rtbbmii takes Uua nwthod of iofoimlDg the 
l^DBuc, IbM he proposes to oSci some rcmarka in defence of 8ia 
Chabi-fs MffTctif b, against the aUacka of hia late AvTiwug, and to 
prove hy their turn tettinumy, given on different occasions, that Hji 
Escflleocf ia entitled to tLe vordict of the couDtty, on ever/ oouot of 
the iodictment £0( op agaioet hitn. 

Sir CiUHLBa tAtnoa-n may sty to the Peeple <!f Cenadei U 
nMDMaeln said tb the Atiteniane, who WW« lAcensed Against him— 
•• ArflM bnt bur kr." And If Uie PuUie hav6 heard *ix or seveR 
bnndred pages of accusations againet SirCharless In the form of speeches 
Rddivssesi editoriaia and camniunications— 4t is believed tbej nrU[ de His 
ExceUency u>e justice of hMring one hundred mi fifiy pnges of calm 
reasoning in his defence, 

Mr. Ryerson (unsolicited by any bnaian beiag) has been prompted 
to this course by the recent " •SddrcM* nflha Toronto Rrfcrm Aueeialiv* 
te ikt People of Canada." If that address (sound in general princtpleB) 
be true in /act and in iMumatiwi, then is SirCH>Ktu MsTCAiJit all that 
is tyranii[cal and base, and the British Government ia e compound of 
deapotiam and treachery ; Sir Charles should be delhroned, flild the 
Imperial Government should be bated and despised : and no general 
declaralfontf of respect for the one or the other, can prevent such feelings 
fhtm possessing the mind of every reader who imbibes the spirit of that 
most insidious and calumnious address. The legal and constitutional 
connexion between the people of Canada and their Government may 
lemain; hot the ntoral connexion — the connexion of confidence and 
■Section, the only connexion of strength and happiness — mast cease to 

Hr. Ryerson's reply to the accnsers of His Ezcelleucy, will ba 
contained in tm or itetlve numbers^to be first published in the Britiik 
Cn/oatil, anerwarda in pamphlet form, occupying from 100 to 150 pages. 
The first number will appear in the Colonitt of Friday next, the 31st 
instant, preceded by a prefaratory address to the inhiibitsnie of Canada 
West, on the present crisis, and stating the circumstances and considera- 
tions under which the autbot comes before the public on thie momentous 
occasion. 

Mr. Ryerson avails himself of this occasion to say, that the distin- 
guiihBd title which was conferred upon bioi some time since, bos never 
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b««i adopted bjr him, nor Dwd in hii bout^otd-^thtt he thinka the old 
nsma is better known and more eppropriate tiitn the nev nnn tliit he 
likes new nunes no better than he likes no?el docrinoe. 

Ur. Ryerson has not thougpht proper, under present eircnrnstaaces, to 
accept the office of Superintendent of Edacation ; nor hai anj political 
office ever been ofibred to him. And he ia readj to relinquish any 
situation which he now fiUa rather than not accooiplish this imperative 
Dndettaking. For if a Leorndat and three hundred Spartans coald throw 
themselves into tiie Thermopoln of death fbr the salvation of their countrjr, 
it would ill become one bumble Canadian to hesitate at any sacrifice, or 
shrink from an; responsibility, or even danger, in order to prevent bis 
own coontrynien from ruling; into a vortex, which be is mont c«tainly 
persuaded, will iafolve many of ttiKn in calamities more serinu than 
those which followed the events of 1BS7. 

Those editors of Canada West, wbo wish botb sidbs of the dtfibreoces 
between Sir CharlesUetcalfe and bis late Advisers, to be ftiUy understood 
by the Canadian public, are respectfully requested to insert this notice. 

Bhould any editors honour Mr. Ryerson or his [wodnctions with notice^ 
be requests as a favour, that they will have the goodness to forward, 
at his expense, to his address at Cobourg, the papers in which those 
notices may be inserted, as he may have occasion to refer to them. 

Cobou^, Uay XT, 1844. 
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FRXfATORI ADDRESS. 



PELLOW-CHRISTUNS AND FELLOW-SUBJECTS 

OF WESTERN CANADA : 
I Permit one, the aiadj of whoM life hot been Die welfare of hie tutira 
eoontry, to Bddreas jou a feir words At thia portentoaa ciisiB of onr 
provincial histiuj. 

Bj ihe evBDis of 1837, and the stfety and welfue of your families, I 
warn yon to pause before you tie yourHelves anj closer to tbat knot of « 
certain claae of lawyera, wbo, wltb the decoy of two or three honest etool 
^gaons, figure in tbe Toronto Reform ABaociatioD. 

In 1834, 1 gave a aimilaT waniing ahortly after the tben called "Con- 
atitational Refonn Association" was eatabliahed in Toronto. Id 13S7, 
my warning predictions ware realized to tbe rain of maoy and the misery 
oftbousauds. What took place in 1837 was but a preface of what may 
be witnessed in 1847. 

The principles of the Association of 1844 are conslitational ; so were 
the principles of the Association of 1834. 

The present Association includes names of the highest respectability ; 
BO did the former Association include tbe most respectable as well ■• 
the most learned names of tbat day. 

' The former Association, with the profeasion of sound principles^ die* 
tilled and breathed out a subtle poison against all that constitated tha 
health and Etabllity of Colonial Government, which developed itself in the 
convulsions of 1837. Tbe present Association, with the avowal of 
constitutional principles and the assertion of sound maxima breethes, In 
Ha recent "Address to tbe People of Canada," the deadliest hatred sgajost 
the Representative of Sovereignty, and the darkest insinnations against 
all tbe exercises and ramifications of Imperial and Colonial Government— 
engendering and exasperating a spirit which may be Deither under self- 
control nor legal control before 1847. 

In 1834, I stated that I did not believe there was one out of one 
hundred of the members and disciples of tbat Association who contem- 
plated any thing beyond what was lawful and constitutional, but th»e 
were active and leavening elements in their proceedings, which, like the 
nse of spirituous liquars] or the indulgence of the sensual appetites, 
vronid urge them to deeds and to piojscta at which they then ahnddered. 
I Mj the sum In ngud to th« lupporten of the pceseot AModMlon. 



But the apirit of tbe fonner Aiwtciation wu only ■ tiiada of tin 9trim 
which circulates throughout aerenl of the qMeehw and tha raoMt 
'■Addres^' ofths fnuat AsNclation. 

Aod if anch a man, for example, as Jtr. Wiluam Hmn Blaeb^ 
Queen'i ProfeHaor of Law in King's Colloge — who, two years afo, ip6k» 
against accepting the SoliciCor-Geceralabip of Canada Weat (should it b« 
offered to faim) because he would not be in a goTernmeDt with such mea 
U Messrs. Sullivan and Hincks, con now not only organixt with ioch 
UKD, but hold up Sir Chules MelcaUe under the character of Wwrm 
Haatinga, and exhibit the King and GoverumeDt, and flfen pM^da «f 
Great Britain, in colours of the deepest d^iravity and barbarian) ; what 
may not ha and others like him be found doing against the British Sove- 
reign's Representative in Canada two years hence 1 

I therefore solemnly warn all wbo bare the safety and best intefwte of 
themselves and families at heart, to pause before they «nli*t ynder th« 
banners of the "Toronto Reform Association." And I warn tfaoM wha 
have been drawn Into ii, to disentangle themselvea before thay bacoma 
inveigled to their ruin. 

There is a political as well as physical intozicaljon, and an anfhiitfasm 
of political as well as religious juLtBaiSN ; and there is aa much dangw 
of the world of nations corning to an endio 1S44, aa ^erg is of tba prin^ 
ciple of Responsible Government coming to an end unless perpetuated by 
tbe Toronto Association. 

I have hitherto been a silent but deeply attentive spectator of paasu^ 
events. I accorded with the general measares of tha late administration. 
I entertained for some members of it the esteem and regard of pereonal 
fWendship. Their resignation introduced questions which I bad oot 
investigated in the pagea of history, I viewed it with ragrel and coDceni. 
From their explicit and earnest explanations I believed they were right. 
I felt that on the queslion placed by them before the House of Assembly, 
it came to the only constitutional decision. I believed Sir Chariei 
Uetcalfe had mistaken his way, or been advised into error; yet tlia 
peculiar character of his written statemoal, and the conscioua integrity it 
evinced, excited a belief that something stlU remained unexplained, ud 
my curiosity was awakened. Statements of certain members of tbe 
Assembly, wbo voted with the majority and whom I saw after thd profo- 
gation, satisfied me thitt all bad not been told. I at length oWrved fa 
Ur. Sullivan's explanatory speech — evidently written out by hinuelf, and 
first published in the Montreal press, sUtemeots omitt^ by Hf. Baldwin, 
Bitd equivalent to what the Governor General had aMArted it the reat 
groQDd of difierence between him and his ConncQ. I sulMeqnfflltly HW 
A more explicit statement to the same efibct bj Ur. HilMikt. I *U 
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•MviBMd tint the ftinteiMBtal queation »t iisue between the GoTersor 
Qtsenl end Ui Ikte CounKlIan bed not bera brought beforB the Houh ; 
tbftt he wu « mifa^rMmted ukd u injured man. But I oappoied Uw 
wdinuj ineuiB of public disouwion would elicit the truth ; end I tnuted 
tk*t ■ mntatd uudersbindiog' and recoaciliaUoo would follow. I wai tt 
me time incUaed to suggest that remedj, and what appeared to tne en 
beMo^le end feaaible maoni of appljing it. I desired to remain 90 
t«nna of Nnitj with botii parties. The orgaoiutioa of the Toronto 
AMecietion bj one of the portiea coQcemed, damped mj hopes of st)cb K 
eoneununation ; iti lubsequeBt proceedings have cxIiogutBhed them; it« 
leit addfeee fcu put neutrality out irf' the queetion. While God pim nt* 
a heart to feel, a head to think, and a pen to write, I will not pasuv^ 
see hoDorahle integrity mnrdered bj grasping faction, and Bpotlen cW 
netsr and genereue hunianitj hewn down by party corabinotioD. I 
WDold not d» BO in laSS, when an attempt was nude to doffiade and 
prescribe aad drive oat of the ceuntry ell naturalizad subjects from th« 
United States, end to sligmBtiEe all refonnen with the brand of r«beUioB| 
•>p«B maeh as I have always disliked the peculiu' inatitutions of thff 
United States, and ea much aa I had then been recently maligned by 
naay RefbnDars,— although there were then no Messrs. BMimn and 
final* wke couU or Aind speak for them, and no Mr, BiiUnan who 
wouli spaek for them. I reUered the name of an injured James 8, 
H»w«rd ttw the obloquy that hung ont it, end rescued the charactw 
and rights of exiled Bidw^ from ruthless inTasion, and Uie still ferthar 
effort 10 cover him with perpetual infamy by expelling him Stom the Law 
Socie^> In behalf of theee claaaes and individuals, every member of the 
Toronto AMQciatioD vas aa nleot as the grave and as powerless as he 
Vueileot. I will not see— to aaj the least— •an equally noble character 
W the penran of Sir Charles Metcalfe branded with all that is base and 
infaQioaa bj a kindred spirit and a kindred combination. His exalted 
atationdoee not strip him of the rights of joslice; nor does his being the 
iifipreeentlLtive of royalty deprive him of the allegiance of humanity. I 
hjiva sarre^ed eveiiy step of the ground involved. I have weighed every 
w^meot tod examined every facL I know the country whom I address. 
I Iedow the men with whom I have to da; and formidable though ^ey be, 
I fear them not. Justice Itas more power over the human conscience 
than party combiQations ; and one smooth pebble of truth posseasea more 
vbtne than a thousand Ooltath spears of political Phitieti&ism. 

I «M ahoat entering upon th« peaceful work— a work esteoaive wd 
Wiid be^nd tb* p*wan of the most untiring and vigoroas intellect.— 
^trotk 4ema to ibm titM altawt entirely neglected — of devising and 
t (Iv lb* DMHisreitM 9f the feopl% through tttair Piftnet 
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Oovmilf ) » &brie or Provincial Cofmnon School KAxatkoH-^ radaf^ 
voatiBg to atnd the land with appropiiate •chool booBca of aapptfiag 
thorn with qipropriBte book* and teuheifl — of niun^ a wretched employ- 
mOit to an bononnble prorsBiioO'-^ giving aniformit;, Hmpljcttj and 
efficieiicf to a gvaenl ejetem of elemeDtarj educational iDstraetioa—^tT 
bringiog appropriate books for the improvement of his profeasioD within 
the reach ofererj Khoobnaater, and increued facilities for the atiaioDMnt 
of his stipulated ramuneration— of establishing a librarj in eveij district, 
and extending branches of it into evoTj township—of striving to developo) 
b7 writing and disconrses in towns, villages and noighbouriioods, the 
latent intellect, the most precious golden wealUi of the country— ^ad of 
leaving no efibrt nneraployed within the limited range of mj homblo 
abilities, to mahe Western Canada what Ae is capable of being made, the 
brightest gem in the crown of ber Britanok Hsjestf. Soch was the 
work about to be assigoed to me; and such vtss the work I was resolving, 
in humble dependence upon the divine aid, to undotske ; and no heart 
bounds more than mine with desire, and hope, and joy, at the pnispect of 
•eeiag, at no distant day, every child of nty native land in the school 
going way— and every intellect provided with the appropriate rieatenta of 
■nslenance and enjoyment — and of witnessing one comjH^ensive and 
unique system of edncatioD, Ptom tiiea.b.c. of the child op to the matricu- 
lation of the youth into the Provincial University, which, like the vaulted 
arch of beaveD, would exhibit an identity of character thronghont, and 
present an aspect of eqaal benignity to every sect and every party upon 
the broad bams of our common Christianity. 



But I arrest myself from such a work — leave it perhaps to other hands, 
and the glory of its seeomplishmeDt to deck anotha'a brow, and if need 
be to resign every other official situation ; and unsolicited, unadvised by 
any homan being — inwardly impelled by a conviction of what is due to 
tny Sovereign, to my country, to a fellow man, 1 take up the pen of 
vindication, of reasoning, of warning and appeal, against criminations and 
proceedings and impending evils, which, if Uiey be not checked and 
anested, will accomplish more than the inttunous Ottraam of an Ariitidttf 
iMider every other effort to improve and elevate Canada obortive, and 
■ticw in wide-spread desolation over the land the ruins of the throne and 
its government. 

In this momentom) matter, I ask yon not to take my word for cme 
particle of what may be asserted. Hy appeal throughout will be to 
nnchaUenged documents and indispotable published bets, which cannot be 
■occessfnlly denied by numbers or resisted by combinationa. I know of 
^ what party assassination of motives and characttt is. 1 have met it.i 
I can do K> again. I have lived it down. Ibeeditnot. Longbi&ni 
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iiij one of the Toronto Auoditibn had '■ polilical euitence u k pujtfie 
mu in the nnks oT civil righle, I battl^ the cuim of eqaal priVilete)!^ 
from tbe right to &bit of ground to bury our dead, to the full recogeitioa 
^'religion* equality ; and if need shall require, I trust la God I ehall bo 
found doing bo again, when that Asaociation, bice its kindred predeceuonit 
with their UacksDzie township auzillariei, shall be Bmouldering under the 
fuo'enl jHle* oT the uuarrections d* which they have been the prlinu; 

Bat of the needof aechan advocacy there cannot be a moral poasibilitf 
while Sir Charles Metcalfe holds the scepUe of goTeniment. He tfU 
■p^t his forty years public life in a colony, and has therefore all ths 
habits and feelings of « colonist. He has spent all that time not in th^ 
KtmoBphere of an ezcludve ecclesiastic^ hienrchy, but is a country 
vhere equal civil and religious rights are recognized, and has therefore tl} 
Ihe habits and feelings of religious equality — an adaptation of experience 
itiid views for the government of Canada not possessed by any other 
•talesman of his rank in the British Empire. And I am as salisiSed as t 
am of my own existence that no one of the Toronto Association has W 
more fixed desire and determination to employ his utmost power to placs 
the University of King's College upon terms of equal advantage and 
footing for all Trinitarian churches, than Sir Charles htetcalfo himself. 
6ir Charles Uetcalfe's spirit, like hia diaritieS) is limited to no one sect 
m party, biit expansive as the wants and interests of hnmaoity ; Ain> if 

lU CUmOT eOVBBJf CaHISI, it CASVOT BB eOTEKHED «S X BftlTllR 

PaoviticB. 

The Toronto Association has alleged again, and again, and again, and 
again that, because many persons who have heretofore opposed Reapon- 
■ible GDvemment have conae forward to support Sir Charles Metcalfe in 
the present crieti^ therefor^ he is opposed to Responsible Govern- 
ment. As well might it be alleged that the QueeQ is hostile to tha 
parliamentary Reform Bill, because the leading persons and the wbt^ 
party who opposed that bill are now the members and sapporters of her 
government. Responsible Government is as mach the established and 
recognized government of Canada (as I shall hereafter prove) aa the 
Reform Bill is the est^lished law of Great Britaio and Ireland ; and bo 
governor or party can make it otherwise, were they ao disposed. Thla 
waa avowed by Hr. Sherwood and others of the same party at the com- 
mencement of the late session of the Legislature. The attempt to proa- 
aiiie men from the equal benefits of a law or eyslem to the introduction 
or establishment of which they may have been opposed, is more unjust, 
niMe oh-Britishi and more anti-Christian than the attempts which ban 
Mm ftiretctfbre teaii to proscribe fnm equal rights and iitoationa at 
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poblic trast all Reformen and all persons vho bad been represented «■ 
having connived at the late iDaurrectionary mOTemeDts. When a law or 
Bjgtem is once established, all parties and persons are entitled to its equal 
protectioD and benefits ; and proscription of any kinder from any qnarter, 
is as itnconstitulioDal as it is execrable. &Iany Id both Canadas wer« 
opposed to their union, — Frenchmen in Lower Canida and ConserTatiTes 
in Upper Can&da ; but both claaaea are now equally entitled to k11 the 
advantageB, as they are equally subject to all the disadvantages of the 
Ael of Union. So ore they equally entitled to all the protection and 
advantages ot Responsible Government, 

The late Lord Sydenham first offered office to leading Frenchmen of 
Lower Canada. They refused unless bis Lordship woald agree to the 
repeal of certain clauses of the Union Act. He refused ; they thereby 
excluded themselves from power under his administration ; and Lord 
Sydenham employed those who would support the Union Act ioviolably, 
and used various means to accomplish his eni!. This condition no Trench- 
Dian repeated when oflbrcd office by Sir Charles Bagot. Mr. Baldwin 
joined Lord Sydeehom's government not from confidence in Lord Sydeo- 
ham'e Conncil, but on the ground of an avowed confidence in Lord 
Sydenham himself. When Mr. Baldwin withdrew from Lord Sydenham, 
hia Lordship staled to the Rerormers that if they would not support him 
he mast appeal to and employ those who would. All the Upper Canada 
Reform Members of the Assembly, except three or four, supported Lord 
Sydenham against Mr. Baldwin, and thus prevented the rule of the oppo- 
site party, and by their measures and avowed action upon the principle of 
Responsible Government, prevented convulsions in the country, and 
paved the way for the subsequent assimilation with them of Mr. Baldwin 
ai)d hia friends and the leading Frenchmen of Lower Canada. 

Mr. Baldwin has now split with- Sir Charles Metcalfe, and persuaded 
his colleagues and many others to join him ; split not upon a mere ques- 
tion of local policy, but upon the allegation against Sir Charles that he 
has violated the fuudameatal principle of Responsible Government. His' 
Excellency alleges thai what has been charged upon him as a violation of ■ 
Responsible Government, ;j the maintenance of an essential prerogative 
of the Crown in the working of that system, and that he recognizes the 
system itself, both theoretically and prac'ically, as much as Mr. Baldwin 

. Now, as it is not a question of local poUcg between two parties in the 
country, or between one party and the Governor General, but a question 
of constitutional law as to wliat is and what is not the constitutional 
prerogative of the Crown, or the right of the subject, in the system of 
ttesponsible Govcinment ; and as it is avowed in the Resolutiona of the 
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tlouiQ of Aeeembl;; of September, 1841, that the " Governor Is reBpon- 
iible to the Imperial authority alone ;" and as the question of the conalf- 
tutional prerogative of the Crown involves beyond alt doubt an Imperlat 
interest of the highest and most sacred character ; the Imperial authority 
is unquestionably the leg-itimnte tribunal of appeal in tuck a question — the 
only constitutional judge whether the right of power in dispute between ' 
the Governor General and Mr. Baldwin is the legitimate property of the 
Crovi^n or the subject, the same as the Court of Queen'a Bench is the 
legal tribunal of decision on any question of property between man and' 
man, Mr. Baldwin practically renounces the Imperial authority by 
tefueing to appeal to it, and by appealing through the Toronto AsBociatioD 
to the people of Canada. If the people of Canada ore ihe tribunal of 
judgment on one question of constitutional prerogative, they are so on 
every question of constitutional prerogative. Then the Governor is no 
longer responsible to the Imperial authority, and Canada is an independent 
country. Mr. Baldwin's proceeding, therefore, not only leads to inde- 
pendence, bnt involves (unconsciously, I admit, from extreme theoretical 
views] a practbal declaration or independence before the arrival of the 
4th oCJalj ! And all the declarations and vehemence of the Toronto 
Association to the contrary cannot nwfce it otherwke, or resist the force 
of this necessary conclusion. 



Are the people of Western Canada prepared for this 1 If not, then 
pause before you commit yourselves any further with the Toronto Asso- 
ciation. Nay, I am persuaded that Mr. Baldwin and hts associates will 
ehrink from this conclusion. Far be it from me to charge them with 
btUnding such a conclusion, any more than I would charge Antimonians 
with tnferuJing- to moke the Divine Being the author of sin. I push it as' 
the legitimate consequence of their own proceeding. If they dread the 
conclusion, let them abandon the premises which involve it. 

Then, one branch of the Imperial authority — the Crown, with the 
advice of a Ministry jealous of their rights — has decided in &vour of' Sir - 
Charles Metcalfe's construction of constitutional prerogative. There is 
no reason to believe that the British Parliament will decide difierently 
from her Majesty and her advisers. Are the people of Canada, then, pre- 
pared to resist the decision of the Imperial authorityl It is no longer a 
question betwe«i Mr. Baldwin and Sir Charles Metcalfe, but between - 
Mr. Baldwin and the Imperial authority. 

The strength of the Empire will, of coarse, be employed (if need be) ' 
to mpport the deciaon of its authoritieB. Are the people of Canada pre- ' 
pared for euch a collision 1 If not, avoid, I beseech you, the precipicq 
towards which the Toronto Aesociation is drawing you. 
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^ Qbulea ^etealfVf hnmuiity ud Ijb^i^ bvn pranntad l)im fnvf ■ 
Inflicting opoa the whole cooatrj Ofe evils whicb th«' coodpct of t few 
iDdividuali was cslcutated to produce. He hu not formed & high [Mrt]^ 
tioTEitimeiit tu ho might have done. Troe to hU kvowed principlea o^ 
justice and liber&litj, he hna calmlj waited (by the permiaBion of (he hom^ 
Gorernment) several monihs, that the people might underatuid the error 
imposed upon thecn— that they might become aware of their positioo, an4 
interests, and danger, and accede to his conctitutioDil oflbn and wishe^ 
of forming a just sod liberal Government. IF thej persiit in mainlAipin^ 
Bii anconstitutional stand against the constitotional decision of the Imperial 
authority— as did some persona in Lower Canada, in the first inatancv, 
apunst the constitutioDai Act of Union — then muat Sir Charlea eoon d<>f 
as did Lord Sydenham, appeal to those who will sopport him^ and, employ 
whatever power may be necessary to rastain the constitiit^ authorities 
of the land ; and iipon the Toronto Aasociation and tboso who allow 
themaelve* to be goaded on by it, will rest U)e responsibility of the 'U^ffi 
of Ihioga which may ensue. 

Sir Charles Hetealfe is no adroitnTer— no fortau nn e ek er ; bat * 
fwtane-spender — a fortnne-apender in the country from which it fi 
■ttempted to ottraate him— a fortiiOe.flpeDdeT In public charity. No 
Gorernor of Canada has ever expressed libsral views of RespODtible 
Goremmeat to tiie same extent, or manifested the same patient and 
inOotible delermiuation, to establish liberal couosels, and administer 
Government upon pnociples of equal JDSticeto all classes^ without regard^ 
fo sect or party — the prayer of Canada in all past time. The attemp|^' 
therefore, to destroy the public character of such a man, and buish lum 
fhun the comitry, is Uie more SQspiciouB on tt|e part of its originators, an^ 
tte more ahuniing to any right thinking mind, And be it remembered 
tiiat no iionest ruler was ever cut down by party— no monarch woa eyn 
dethroned, — do government was ever subverted, except by the assertion 
of soand political' principlea, falsdy i^ipUed ; ambJtionBly, and sometimM 
cmelly wielded. It tna so in the days of Olivsr CkomwblI. ; it mm 
ao io tlte time of the Fkshch RKVoLimoK ; tt is so witii tbe Tobohto 



It is at snch a ciias and nnder saeh circumstances, I respectfully and 
eerfeestly appeal to the inhabitants of Western Canada; and while I aluill' 
*lbA;ate the character of a calumniated and injured man, I wili shew that' 
tbe very faets allq^ed in the impeachment against him, are, when fhlty' 
conaidwed in all their bearings, those which ought to endear liin most to 
tlw people of. Canada as the faithful and generoos friend of their cominoR 
lightaudii 
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If. • TCetVej, ft Flj^b^, & Robwt B^ « dratintm, bkTO ctme tfeToiq 
^b^ peopte of Great BriUin at evenlfal epocba of public affain, u^if I 
km heretofora beeo full; justified for coming before tha Canadian public 
on len intporiant occasion^ no apologj is necenarj to juatifjr m; nnder- 
takiog the taak to whicb 1 now addreea tnfMlf. 

E. RYERSON. 
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of Ike <2iieifwii— proper duptaUim of, mml,f«r. ^ ^^1fS*t>'h 
Uml ^ tt-*a ^saftan 0/ Facts — foritioK of Parties— Q,vetliom. 
ttaUd m tkt teordt 0/ Mr, Baldlim~-diitmgtiiAed from levaralj 
aOier eoUattnU.qtttttietu and ctmunttoMCM — nm«. yroponltonf to &e, 

Bfieiy man in Canada ii deeply interested in the deciaioa of ^tiie qaeetioB. 
it Imati between Hie Excrilencj Sir Cuulbs MvrcAiJsaitd.hi* lata 
GMnaelkin. Every man in Canada ahoald, tberefore, make himself 
•C4]uauit«d with that qaeation in all ica bearinga. Ho cannot do aa 
^Hthodthearioff and inTeotigating both aide*. He cannot inveitigata both 
iJdM fkirljr and torrectl; withoQt maintaining a feeling of impartfalitj— *. 
dime to do right between man and man — a deteniiination to paid to. 
mrideoce, on whatever aide it may preponderate. Da. W'tti haa welL 
oIlMrTed^— "WhSeyou an'in aearch af^r truth in qoeetiona of * doabtful; 
iwni^ or n>ch aa jaa bave not yet tfaoroogblj examined, keep np a jitt 
ifinDfaretice to either aide of the qneation, if you would be led' honeatlj. 
(ii*ihe troth." 

The qneation at iasge is not one of political or philosophical apeenlatioti. 
Like bie momefltvoua question of. the truth of Chriafiaoity, diacuBMd 
"^wee'n beueverf, and scepticH, it, is a question of facti, — a question - 



mi^Leverf man m Caatula U competent to uodentuid, however limitecl- 
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Uf acqairetnenti, and however humble his condilion. It is true, thera 
Tiets involTe principles, and principles of vital importance ; but still, the 
fusts are the anlecedenls, and the principles the coQBsqueiits, *,Tbfl 
matter of enquiry and decisioD, therefore, is a simple question of facia. 

In this qaestion, na it now ataiida, the late CouDsellors are the plaintjfiig; 
Sir Charles Metcalfe is the defendant : the Canadian public ore the jury, 
and evei; reader is a juryman. Sir Charles Metcalfe ia charg^ed with 
having compelled the reBignatlon of the late Counsellon, bj invading 
the priDciples of Responsible Goveranient, — the constitutian of Canada — 
and the public are appealed to, to sustain the prosecution, bj supporting 
the prosecutors. If Sir Charles Metcalfe has violated the established 
eonetitution of Canada, then ehoald he be condemned; if he has not, then 
is be entitled to the verdict of the coontry , 

Id the first place, then, let tbe question be disentangled from all tbe 
adventitious circmnstances with which it has been, or majr be associated, 
jn the mind of the reader. 

It should, therrfore, be borne in mind, that the question at issue has do 
connection with the measures, or policj, or motives or characters of the 
Ute Counsellors. Their nteasares may have been well or ill-advised ; 
their policy may have been beneficial or injurious ; their motives may 
have been patriotic or selfish; their characters may be virtuous or vicious, 
according as the reader may desire or believe. Witii them we are not 
now concerned. The issue on which they have gone before the country, 
has been thns stated by the Honoar^le Mr. Baldwin :^ He (Mr.B.) 
and his colleagues had lately the misfortune to ascertain, that the Head 
of the Ooverameut entertained views widely difiering from them, both a« 
to the position, duties, and lesponsibiUties of tbetr office. Had the 
diSbrence been merely a theoretical one, they might, and probably would 
have felt it their duty, to avoid any occasion of disturbing the appsrent 
harmony existing, and have left it to a future occasion, to point out to the 
Head of tbe Government the true state of the case; but, when they found 
that difibrenee resolted not only in appointments to office contrary to their 
advice— but appointments and proposals of appointments made without 
giving them even an opportunity of tendering their advice, — they felt the 
difibrence in the views entertained by the Head of tbe Government and 
the Administration were not theoretical. These were not, however, the 
only grounds, — not the only practical results. When they found that 
difference of opinion had led to the reservation of a bill for the sanction 
c^ Her Majesty — a most important bill, towards which, from tbe time of 
its first introduction until it had paaeedboth Houses of the Legislature, 
they knew not that such a course would he pursued. When they found 
weh views were entertained by tbe Head of the Government, they felt it 
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wu not conEistant with the principle which had been introduced iDto tha 
admimstratioD of afiniia, that such & state of things should exist,"* 
. This is the Btatement of the case bjr Mr. Baldwin himself. Tba 
reader will observe, th^ Mr. Batdwin does not ground the rengoation 
of himself Mid his colleagues, upon a certaiD case or cases in which His 
ExcelleDC7 refused. to take their advice^ or acted against it, but npon 
certain vibws that he hold, and the MAMHsa in which he made certaia 
q>pointinents, and reserved a certain bill ; which vietci and manner of 
making appointments, are alleged to be " inconsistent with the riunciriM 
which had been introduced into the adminiatiation of affairB," — that is tk* 
principle of Rapoaiibte Government, 

: Be it observed, furthermore, that it is not whether Sir Charles Metcalfe** 
TJewa of public policy in the particulars referred to, or those of his late 
Counsellors, ore the more judicious and beneficial; but are Aw ExetUenc^t 
viewi and attt eomtitutional or unconstitutional 1 If his vieut and acU are 
not uDConBtitutioDul, then is he an injured as well as innocent man, and as 
auch deserves the acquittal and sympathy and support of all good men. If 
bis views and acts ore unconstitutional, then would he, if a Sovereign, 
instead of the Representative of B Sovereign, be dethroned either by deca- 
pitation, as was Charles the First, or by forced abdication, as was JamM 
the Second ; but as it is, he must be dethroned by removal. 
. It is not then upon their oien views and acts that the late Ooansellors 
have come before the country, but upon the views and acts of (he Govenar 
Geiteral. They come forth in the two-fold capacity of accusers and wit~ 
aesses against the Representative of their Sovereign. They allege, that 
in their own persons. Sir Charles Metcalfe has both by avowals and acts, 
violated the established constitution of the people of Caoads, and they 
claim proteclioD and support from the people in defeiKt of their invaded 
lights and privileges. The Governor-General pleads not guilty on both 
eoitnit, and (to nee his own words, in his reply to the late Counsellors,) 
" protests against its being supposed tJiat be is practically adverse to the 
working of the system of Responsible Government, which has been estab- 
kshed — which be has hitherto pursued without deviation, and to which it 
k folly his intention to adfaeK." In denying the charges preferred against 
him, his Excellency ^oges that what he resisted was unconstitutional, 
and what he insisted upon was strictly constitutional — that he is the pro- 
tector nther than the invader of the constitnlional rights and privileges 
«f the people of Canada. 



* Speech, in the House of Assembly, explaining the causes of the lesiEnatUB 
of the late Counsellors, November 29, 1843. 
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8u(A are the Kllegktioiis on which the Cuadiu) public ue called upoii 
to ded<[e; and it ia to the tcHtimoDf by which llioae allegationi are woih 
taJo'ed, that I invite th6 attention of the reader in the following pagiea. 
As a man, he ia bonnd to do to anotber aa he would be done bj iA dmtlu 
drcomatancea. As a juror, it is bia dntj, whether swoni or not, io rinider 
a verdict accordiiq; to teidaiet, without " fear, fa* out-, at aKctiolt." Thii 
is ail I ask in tb6 preteat case, and tbia I am pentiaded wILL oM be rtfoMd. 

In this inveatigation neither the reader nor the writer has abv Uiin^ to 
^6 With the molhei or merilt of the partiaa concerned ; biit with the/itcit 
atbaue between them. We are not fathoming motives, drcompannil; 
characters, but weighing evidence and drewing- conclusioDB. I am hoalile 
10 iteithca' part; j I itapugn the motives of neither partj ; but I haVe « 
ivtj to discharge to ntj Sovereign and my conntry. A living Amerieaa 
miter tiaa teinarked, "When an idea is advanced, we do not atop iA 
inquire the intention of him who proponnds it, bat we rq;ard the idet 
iteelf intrinaically, and determine its character accordingly', irt«spectfve af 
Ue aaMrCoDB or proteatatioaa of its anlbor." And it is an eqoally jott 
obstevation of aa Enghah periodieai writer, that " good intentions ire so 
joalificatian for indiscreet conduct, which may bring scandal oil agntt 
cauac^ and which must inevitably place a aharp weapon id hostile hanSa." 

Nor is the prevalence of the impressions in favour or against one party 
or the other, to be taken into accoant. First and even general imptis- 
■ions ai6 not always correct. After the insarrection of 1S37, unftvonr- 
able bapressioos were made fai' and wide against ^e late Postmaster oT 
Toronto Ud Ur. Bidwell. But anbsequeut invesligatioos corrected thOM 
iDipreisiona. The former has bMn appointed to office; and Sir F. Head's 
pioceedjnga againat the latter have been cancelled by Sir C. MettalAu 
U irapressioDs have Dot been made far and wide to the disadvantage at 
the Goverttor General, it ia a most extraordinary pheiioinenoii. HIi 
accnsert, respectable in standing and consider^lo tn number, made th^ 
■latements in the Assembly, withont any one present authorised or ijtML- 
lified to correct or reply to them ; Ihej have b^ld public meetings, forined 
ergianlzauons, made end publiahed and circulated speeches to the extant 
of not leas than several hundred page^ and all to the same 61!ect ; wtSiM 
the very position of his Excellency piecludet bun from the power or th« 
pivilege of defeiice, except through his advisers in Parliament. All h* 
cu dt^ is, ^ he has done in his replies to addresses, to deny thb ehar|fe% 
reiterate the assertion of his views, and complain of the injustice done bhft;' 
Nor do 1 in this publication pretend to write a defence of bis Exc^n^ 
though I do profess to defend him, as far as an examination of tbt 
Aftdsuee adddced a^n ium will afithorii^ me to d6 ad. Hiii i^aa^ 
l«operly speaking, must be loft to othtt Uliids, aiid for anbifiw pUga^ 
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In the foUowiDg pagea I propose to shev — 

1. That the proceedinga of the late CouQaelloH in their rengnKtioQ, 
and i^DBt Sir C. Metcalfe, &re inform&l in everjr respect. 

X. That the; have Tailed to eatahliah the allegatione which they have 
made against his EzcelleDcy, 

3. That the statements of his Excellency are fully stutained by the 
testimony of his accusers and advensariea, eapeoally that of HeMrs. 
SulliTBD, HiDcks, Boalton, and Brown,— Jlditor of the Globe newspaper. 

4. That the question at issae between the late Counsellors and Sir C. 
Hetcalfe, according to the statement of several of themselves and otbera 
on different occasiorTs, is not that which Mr. Baldwin stated to the Honaa 
of Assembly, and on which the vote of the Assembly was predicated. 

5. That Sir C. Metcalfe's statements of hie views of Responsible 
Government involve all that is contained in the Resolutions of the House 
of Assembly, September 3, 1841, and that the criticisms of Messrs. 
Baldwin, Hincks, Brown, and others, on certain of bis Excellency's replica, 
are untkir and unjust. 

S. That his Excellency's avowed practical policy in the administration 
of the government is precisely that which wna professed by the late 
Counsellors twelve months ago, and which has been demanded by all 
shade* of RefonnerB daring many years. 

7. That the policy of government now advocated by the late Counsel- 
ton is that which they have heretofore repudiated, and which must prove 
injorioUB to the intellectual and moral improvement, the happineai and 
best interests of the people of Canada. 

3. That the proceedings of several late Counsellors, since the proroga- 
tion, have been unprecedented, — enervating, if not destructive of legal 
government — calculated, though not lotended, to weaken and sever the 
connexion between Canada and Great Britain. 

9. That in at least seven different instances have the late Counsellon 
departed from British constitutional usage — thai the present course of 
hoettlity against the Governor General aod her Majesty's government, by 
•omeof them, must be attended with injurious if not fatal consequences— 
that it is the duty and the interest of the people of Canada to maintain 
tiioM viewi which they have always professed, and which Sir Chorlea 
Metcalfe has most explicitly and fully avowed. 
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Prepanlim »tated — ■ImpartOMee of adhering to eitabliAed vtagt* inivA 
aaa — Mirdtttrial Responiihility ttated — Just — Mature nf it tx- 
plaiatd by De Lolme — Uluttrated in the ctue of Orford and Somart, 
Kubo were &«M retpoiuibU for acta tiMriK they did not aetudii/ adtUe 
—Other exMrpUt—RtMigwitum of JUiwUler*— Different grw mb ef 
it dMitffuitkei— Sworn to iccreey—Why—Crauiii eaaatat *eu^ 
»ary to a mimtttruU explanatioii — ffhy — Caie of latt reKgnaiiont 
examined on the broadeet ground — JVoproof oftktir permimion t» 
txplaii a* they did—JVo pnttff agaiiut Sir Charle* — A fTteedeul^ 
Mode Iff qfficial commwaeatioH' — Sir Robert Petti mode of nef^- 
iiating viih the Qu«m and of explaining to Pariiamenl — LaU 
Cotuitellor^ mode of proceeding mi-BriliA, vnjiiir, ut^utt — Prated 
and Ubatrated — Mr. Hineks^ evaeiom expoied — Whole covTM nf 
proeeedingi lutpreeedented — Prinetplet involved in Ihit proceeding 
ti»eo7utitutionai — CoTuequence* alarming — 'Fatal to ^r Ckariet, if 
nt^ averted — lOuetraleA in the proeeedinge and addrett of &t 
ToTMto Anocialian — Why the late CoutuellorM did not puma* » 
coMltteftMoJ eoM-te — Coniemptuout and detpotie tr t a t m it U tff Sir 
Charlet Metcalfe— Pouible reiulti. 
The first propo&itioD that I propote to establuh in def^snce of Sir Chuln 
Uetcalfe ia, that the proeeedinge of the late Cotmadlori, in their rengna- 
iioM awl againtt hie Exeeileney, are informal, or tedudeaUy MMmdito* 
iMKof, M aiery reipeel. 

The importance of adheriDg to eitabliibed fenm and usages (howMir 
Mbitrsry in themselves) will be readily appreciated by every jutiat and 
ntui of eipcrieDce Id civiE or ecclesiastical courts. It will be eqiullj 
appreciated in afiairs of state by every man acquainted with parliamentaTf 
usages, though it may aot be bo strongly felt by one who has little know- 
ledge oftbe scienea ofgovemment and legielatjon. In such a proceeding 
aa tint of the restgnaiion of Ministors, and their accountaUlLtj to Pailia- 
BQBt, an adherence to eBtablished usage is of the very last importoBMt 
as it is an essential security of xhe crowns of Sovereigns) and involves tbe 
chwactets of kings and statesmen and the peace of nations. The respeo- 
■ibility of ministers for executive acts is pecnliar to the British coBslltii- 
tion ; aod the correctness of procednre in case of their resignation mnrt, 
therefore, be determined fay British practice. Had that practice besa 
observed in the late resigoations, the perplexity in which the mattfis of 
difference are now involved would have been prevented, and the foiu>da< 
UoDB of our government would not have been thus ababen. 
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Thrt et wj TMder any f aMy antevtuid thia qaestion, tet it b« cMetni 
Uuit the pi>w«r of the Cabinet ConDcil, u dlMinct from ttwt of the Beve- 
nifn, is anknowa ia the Britiah coDBtitution, which consista of King, 
LonU, uid CommoDB only— that the Sovereign, not posaeaBing the inhe- 
rent attribute of ubiquity, acts through iaatrumeats, tbechfef af whoQ^ 
constituting a cabinet, are called ministera, and are reaponsible to Parlia- 
ment for the acts and measures of the Executive. And they are jtutly 
Teeponaible ; because they are iacumbenta of office by their own contmt, 
and are coDseating parties at least to the acts and measures in the execu- 
tion or adoption of which they are vohmtary instiumeDta or adViaera. 
"U is true," saya De Lolme, "the King cannot be arraigned before 
jud^ i because if there were any that coald poaa sentence upon him, it 
would be they, and not he, who must finally possess the executive power; 
bat, on the other band, the King cannot act without Ministers ; it Is 
therefore those ministers, — that is, those iediapenaiibls iostruments, — 
whom the CommoOB attack. If, for example, the public money haa been 
employed in a manner contrary to the declared intention of thoae who 
grftnted it, an impeachment may be broaght against those who have the 
taanagement of it. If any abuse of power is conimitted, or io general 
anjr thing done contrary to the public weal, they prosecute those who 
have been either the inttntmenit or the advUert of the meaaure.* 

<'U wax open these pnacip\n," (add* De Loime, in a note) "that the 
Cionnon^ in the beginning of the eighteenth century, impeached tb9 
Bo( i^Orfenl, who had adrieed the Treaty of Partition, an4 ikt X4>rd 
OwMcdiw Somen, who had affixed the great seal to it." 

By referring either to Smollef* ISitory of Englatid, or to Bunufa 
BiiOoryofHiM Own Tmafor 1701, the reader will flud that the Earl of 
Qrfind did not aivwe tiie treaty at all, but conMnfe^ to certain puts of tt 
-^thM Ohuoelloi Somer«, as Privy Councillor, had advised against it, l^t 
M CbaDOellor be obeyed tiw Royal command in affixing th« great aeal to 
i\, ¥et the Common* held both Orford and Somen responuble, mi 
dMltmd tlwt, " by advising bis Majesty to conclude the Treaty of Parti- 
tiiMt whereby large Territoriee of the Spanish Monaroby were delivered 
Vf to Franea, they were guilty of a hig^ ciiine and misdemeanor," 

Now, thongh in point of fi^et, neither Orford nor Somers koev any 
^■g of the treaty until after it had been determined upon by the Eiai^*- 
tkough both of them objected to it as a wbolfr— yat they wen htH 
responeible even as adviuri, upon the CDnalltuiioDal evideBU thM t)wy 
betii remained in office, and one of them afflsed the great seal to % bb*lB> 
wUeh was afterwards filled up by others at the oomeiaBd of Iha Eingv 

of England, chap. viii. pp,81-82, Hughes' Edition. 
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with the articles of the Pirtition Treaty. And audi hat been the ioe- 
trine of minuterikl reaponsibilitj in Enghud from Uwttime to thii. 

It nill be seen in this case, tbat the Commons did not inquire or care 
(mnd has nut done bo for 150 years) whether the King determined upon 
the measure before or after taking advice of hia miDisters ; whether the/ 
had or had not an opportunilj' of tendering him advice before he decided 
on the measure ; with the conduct of the King, or hie mode ofintercourse 
with his miaJBtera, the Comroons bad nothicg to do ; it was enough that 
the mioieters assented to an act or measure by Toluntarilj Temainieg in 
office. George the Third would scarcely allow of any minieterial jnter- 
forence with bis exercise of ecclesiastical patroeage — especially the 
appointment of Bishops — though ministers remaining in office were 
responsible. George the Fourth made two military appointments whilQ 
the Duke of Wellington was Cabinet Minister and at the head of that 
department, and of which the Duke knew nothing until he saw them 
announced in the papers. Yet neither the Duke nor Mr, Pitt ever eamfl 
down to the Lords or Commons with an impeachment against his Sove- 
reign, that he entertained views which led to acta " incontietent uritk the 
frmdple which had been introduced into the administration of afiaira" 
since 1688 ; and therefore that the Parliament must either sacrifice that 
principle or support them. Neither house of Parliament would have 
nfiered sech an impeachment of the Sovereign to be made within iti 
wells; and such a mantBuvre on the part of any minister to excite 
sympathy and strengthen himself, by damaging his SovereigD, who might 
not take or ask liis advice, would cause him to be spurned from ererj 
hnstings in England, whatever might be his merits in other respects. 
Bat more on this subject hereafter. 

Having stated the responsibilily of miuisters, let us now consider tbs 
grounds of their resignation, and mode of jnstification before Parliament. 
They may resign on various grounds. For example, they may fall in a 
minority in one or both honses of Parliament ; then the ground of their 
lesignation can be explained without divulging any secret. Sometimei 
Aueor more ministers may resign on account of adi&*ereneeor difltrencee 
with their colleagues ; tiien almost any mode of explanation may be safe, 
•B both parties are in the same house, and on the same footing, and are 
equally responsible for their Btatements and opinions. Again, minister! 
may resign because of a di^rence with their Sovereign. That difference 
may be evinced by the Sovereign's disregarding their advice, either by 
rejecting it at by deciding without it. Tble ground of resignation involves 
matters of more delicacy than either of the former ; and, accordingly, 
British usage requires the use of more fonn and precaution in explaining it. 
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Erarj Minister ie snont to secrecy, except in as far as fae may ba 
ideased by his Sovereign. Any minister who should divolge the councils 
of his Sovereign witboat his permission, would be liable to a prosecution 
for perjury. One of the many reasons for this obligation to secrecy; is, 
the security of the reputation, if not the very Crown, of the Sovereign. 
If incenseil or disappointed ministers could tell what they please about the 
opinione and acts of their Sovereign, then might they excite such hatred 
■gainst him aa would lead to hia dethronement; or, if a Representativs 
of a Sovereign, to his removal ; and thereby inflict upon hie character 
indelible disgrace snd iofamy. The Sovereign's character, as well as his 
Crown, should therefore be sacred. An oath is ogsential to its safety, 
especially in so many hands. 

No Minister, then, can lawfully divulge any thing that bas transpired 
in the conncila of his Sovereign, without the permission of the Crown. 
Should the Crown refuse to permit a resigning minister to explain the 
grounds of his resignation, tiien ia that mimster preauuied to be blameless 
upon the fundamental mazim of British jurisprudence, that every man is 
judged innocent unlil he is proved guilty. The Crown's reruaal, therefore, 
to a retiring minister of the privilege of explaining the cause or causes 
of bis withdrawal from ihe Government, would be tantamount to a jostiG- 
eation of him, and would he so received by Parliament ; and if with such 
« permission, a minister should refuse to answer for his conduct, parlia- ' 
mentory judgment would go agunst him by default. 

Wby, then, it may be asked, cannot a minister state hia case without 
the permission of the Crown 1 I anawer, not only on account of the 
safety of the Crown, but in order that Parliament may form a judgment 
wi the case, the nature of which ia such, from the facts involved in it being 
secret, that nu witnesses can be admitted or produced on cither aide. 
Every case of nVDisterial resignation, when brought before Parliament, 
must therefore he, what in common courts of law ia called "a case of 
ftcts" — thatia,aCBBe the /octe of which the litigant or dilfering parties 
admil^^rawbg them up and stating them in order by mutual consent-— 
leaving the court to pronounce judgment in the case according to the 
fiicts thus mutually agreed upon. 

When a minister resigns, the official connexion which had existed 
between him and his Sovereign, is dissolved by mntual consent, and the 
cause or causes of it are to be stated by the same consent. As the Crown 
is net responsible, and as the minister ia responsible, the latter most appear 
in the position or capacity of defendant, answering for his conduct in the 
shape of what is called an explanation — that explanation consiating- of 
&cts agreed upon between hia Sovereign and himself, and stated by him 
nnder the aanction of his Sovereign — leaving the high court of Parliament 
to jndgB of his conduct according to the facts thus stated. 

L l,_< l;,1...00^^1C 



11mm eM«ntiil piriimitiuj ranaAa haiog h to iha ptoeetdmgt at Sir 
Chnim Hatcalf^B late CoansetloM In their parliimeiitaTj explamtioiii of 
the Mines of their rMignfttion. That I naj do tbem the Aillwt jnatiefl^ 
tnd give them every posdblo odT&ntBge, I will ezKoiine the cue on ths 
broadeit ^oands — say Dothiiig about the real or alleged difierence betweoD 
Reepomible Government in a colony and in a HoversjgD etate ; but asiains 
Sir Charles Metcalfe to be Sovereign of the British Empirp, and Hr. 
Baldwin and Hr. LaTontaine to be Sir Robert Peel and the Duke of Wel- 
lington, and the Canadian L^alatare to be the Britlah Pailiainent. Thef 
mre bow Briti^ HioiHterB, in a Britiah Parliament — and their procoedinf* 
nnatbe judged according to the lawoT British ministeriaLand parlianwntny 
pnctice eince the revolutioD of 168S> Judged bj that law, 1 ahall ahoir 
Uwt ib^faaTe committed enor»— eirore which involve not only the vialk- 
tion of the principlM of Reepoaaible Government, but, if eu c eeirfnl, tttft 
political luin of one of the nobleit charactera in the Britiih Gmpirs, 

Did, then, oar Canadian Sir Robert Peel and Duke of Wellington coma 
before Parliament with wbD.t has been above defined to be a case or casee 
offset^ and with the royal permieBion to state those facta 1 If bo, where 
!■ tbeprocf? The answer ia, their aaserlion. But no man, or company 
of men, can be witneaeee in their own case. Tbeir asBerrion, therefore, 
ia BO proof I and the reiteration of it a million' times leaves it assertion 
Btill — does not transmute it into proof. In all cases of dispute or diShr- 
ence, the plaintiff and defendant, whether they respectively consist of one 
or many individual), are sseamed to be on an equal footing. Their mutnal 
■tatementfl are equil, and therefore balance each other — amount to nothing' 
— 4ie not taken into the account. It will be admitted that the Crown ia 
at least eqnal to its advisers. Where then is the proof of the ministerial 
aHegatioDs against the Crown t And where ia the proof that they had 
the Crown's permission to make those allegitioGs 1 Without enameiatiog' 
pnrtlcnlars, I will notice, as an example, two of those explanatory allega- 
tions. The late Counsellors aaaert that the Crown holds views Incom- 
patible with the constitution, as established by the resolutions of September, 
1841) and that in its acta, it has deviated from that constitution as thos . 
established. The Crown protests against the sentiments and acta thus 
uoibed to It. Assuming then for the moment, contrary to all preoedetit, 
tfaKt th« Crown, instead of being incapable of doing wrong, is capaUa ol 
Tiidating the established constitution, both theoretically and praetieaUy, 
and can be arraigned for it before a Canadian Legislature) where is tfa» 
froofaSiXM guilt T If a horse-thief or murderer is entitled to be adjudged 
iMDocMit until he la proved guilty, is not the Cmwn entitied to at least an 
•qnal prtrilegs T Wonid a jury eoBvict an alleged thief or nnirdem ap«» 
the asaartion of the Crown, who is the prDseentOT in each eooes 1 Ab4 i* 
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tbe Crown to ba coDvicted up<» ths aeaettioa of il» pratteumrt ? And 
would tlie Crown givs pemUBHon to ucuae itself— and to accow iti^ 
gt 4^'mDQB &Dd acta agunst which it proteets ? Where, then, ii tka 
■yniiterjsl " case or oasoa of facts T" Aad where i» their perniiMioii ta 
riM« those facts 1 

Bat this M only the comttiencemeat of what I hare to say on thb 
•zIttonliDMy business. To make the cue more pluo, and perisotly 
tntelUgible to every reader, I will select a British precedent— tho Twy last 
which hu occurred in England, of a minister reeigniug on aecount «f 
di^rence of opinion with his Sovetetgn, I allude to the resignation aC 
Sir Robert Peel in 1839, (for Lord John Russell and his colleaguM 
resigned in 1841 on account of their difference with a porliomentaiy 
mqority, and not on account of any difference between them and their 
Sovereign.) 

And heic^ to remove every obscurity from tha question, I beg to auk* 
ft preliminary .reniark on the mode of official commnnicatioD between tha 
Crown and its servant^ or between public officers and iDdividuals, la all 
such CBses-^n nil enlightened govecnments — no commnnioation is coo- 
Bidered official which is not in wriiltig. Cabinet consultations, ordinarilyi 
may be verbal, for the Cabinet is a body not known in law. It ia with th« 
acts of the Government, and not with the modes of interconrae among ita 
UMmbers, that the Parliament has to do. And of those acts, writtwi 
documents are the only legitimate proof. If the reader, for example, were 
to have even interviews with the Sovereign or his ministers, on any sub- 
ject, all this would be only preparatory and preliminary to official corres- 
pondence and action. It would still be necessary for him to commit the 
nalerial parts of bis verbal statements to writing, and get a written 
uawor ; and nothing more than what was written would ever be recog- 
lued as offiml or bbdiog. If private conversations were admitted aa 
(fficia], endless misnnderstandings and confusion would ensue. When 
IjOtA Ashbunon came to America to negotiate on the bonndary qaestioB, 
bia Iiordahip and Mr, Webster had several days' private conversation^ and 
learned each other's views, and agreed on every material point, before thof 
area commenced their official correspondence an the subject. Their 
private converaations were for themselves alone ; ttieir written corres- 
pondence was for the public as well as tberaeelves. The conversations of 
official men ore often reported through the press, and are sometimes 
referred to in official correspondence ; but they are of no authority any 
further than the parties to whom they are attributed choose to admit. 

Tbia mode of official iotoicourse is tlie dictate of prudence as w^ ae 
natge, and especially in any matter which may by poasibility beconM tlw 
Mhjeat (tf pdilic discosiioa and official proceeding. 
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How then did Sir Robert Peel proceed on a similai occamun, aalj one 
mote mmpl^ and thereTore requiring leaa preciiion end explicitaesB t He 
does Dot ask hia Sovereign to come to any undefstandiDg with him aa to 
whether ehe would in future make or " not mike ^ipointments prejodicutl 
tobia influence" — he leaves each case to stand upon its own merits and to 
be decided as it might occur ; but he advises her Majestj' to remove certain 
ladies of her bedchamber. She declines, and asserts her right to retaio 
tbem— a right which Sir Robert doea not question. He then req»ectfiillj 
decUiwa accepting a seat in her Uajeaty's cooncilf. 

But does he stop tiiere 1 No. British practice and common sense 
required him to do much more. He then reduced his verbal advice to 
writing, with the reasons for it, and transmitted the whole to her Majesty, 
so that she might examine and weigh every word and reason, and that 
there might be no misconception on any point, though the whole case wai 
a very simple one. Then her Majesty replies in luting, as follows : 
"BvcKxaouut Vm^cb, May 10, 1839. 

" The Qjieen having considered the proposal made to her yesterday bj 
Sir Robert Peel, to remove the ladies of her bed-chamber, cannot consent 
to adopt a course which she conceives to be contrary to usage, and which 
is repagnant to her feelings." 

Sir Robert Peel then applied in writing for permission to explain hJi 
conduct to Parliament. Lord Melbourne was commanded by her Majesty 
to cODvey her compliance with Sir Robert's request. His Lordship wrote 
a Dote to Sir Robert to that efiect. Here then was the whole oegotia^ 
tion between her Majesty and Sir Robert Peel in teriling — consisting of 
four papers — all of which were read in the parliamentary eiplanatioO) 
stating Sir Robert's proposal and the reasons for it on the one side, and 
her Majesty's refusal and the two reasons for it on the other, and the 
permiBsion of her Majestj to have the whole laid before Parliament. 
And be it observed, that Sir Robert communicated hie Sovereign's senti- 
ments in ^er own teords, by reading her own note. And after Sir Robert 
Peel had completed his ezplaoatioD, Lord John Rnssell, who had been 
taken back into her Majesty's counsels, concluded bis reply by saying, 
that he " bad not the slightest ground to complain of the statement mad« 
by Sir Robert Peel." 

Such then is the British practice of Responsible Government — a prac- 
tice which the late Counsellors have said was the ultimatum of th«T 
demand for Canada. Have they adhered to it t Have they respected it 
in any one partlcalart They had a long personal interview with tha 
Governor General on Fridayr in which they stated their views and heard 
his Excelleney'B objections. They proposed another interview the fol- 
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l««u>(f dij, on tha mm labjeet. Now, would it not htva been not oiij 
uoording to Britlib usage, but caorMoua and fair towmrds hia Ezcellenoj, 
for tfaeo, in ths meui tima, to Iwve committed to papei their remain 
■tnnces and propouls, and truemitted them to bim, so that be niigbt 
not mifUBdentand any one of the various points at iaaue—that be might 
weigh them, and make up hia judgment deliberotel; npan them ? Apcrt 
from nsage, apart from hie poaition aa the repreaenlative of Royaltj, wu 
it giving his Excellency any more than fair play for them to have done ao 1 

Tbey then had a second long interview with bia Excellency on Satot- 
day, in which all the points of difierence were again diacuaaed at great 
length, and which concladed with a determination on their part to reaign. 
Now, wonid it have beeu any thing more than respectfal, or decent, or 
fltir, for them to have done on Satardaj evening what they ought to have 
done on Friday evening — to have embodied in writing the mibataace of 
what they wished hia Excellency to understand as the representation! 
and proposals which they had made in the long conversations which they 
had had with him, and on which they bad desired his decision 1 Bat 
neglecting again to perform this act of courtesy and justice towards bii 
Excellency on Saturday evening, ought ttiey not, in common faimes^ 
when thejr resolved to lender their resignations on Sunday, to have 
iceoiapuiied thoie resjgaations with a full and explicit statement of lbs 
grounds of them, and which they desired permiasian to state to Parlia- 
ment 7 Why ihrougfaont the whole of this protracted and extraordinary 
ministerial negotiation, did they not fnmiah the Crown with a aingia 
scratch of a pen, that would tangibly, and permanently, and tnily indicate 
their views and intentions 1 For such a proceeding they can plead neither 
British usage nor common jualioe— though party manceuvering may be 
pleaded for it, aai will hereafter prove. 

Should it be alleged that they have had little or no experience of 
British practice and usage in such casesy I admit the plea. I admit that 
all public men in Canada are entitled to indulgence in their mode of 
working the new system. I admit that the late CouDsellors appear ta 
disadvantage when compared with Bir Cltaries Metcalfe, in affiura of 
goveniaient ; — that they have not, like him, been born and educated 
trader the British system r^ Responsible Government ;— that they bav* 
net, lihe him, mingled with British statesmen of all shades for nearly half 
a century ; — that they have not, like biro, worked diSbrent eystems of 
eolonial government in both bemi8pherea;^4nd that their acts are, there- 
fbre, entitled to an indulgent interpretation. Bat do they ask it 1 Will 
they allow it 1 Nay— they ask, they demand approbation— they claim 
support and reward. They even refuse to come before the eonntry upon 
tte merita of their palkf—tii^j claim exdutivt identity with the prhi^U 
J> 
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ofReipoDubleGoTenimeiit itaelf, iha mnau Mmo putia cttlm exdame' 
identity with lojraltf and kpoitolicitj — thej decMre tbtit RMponiiMa 
GoTflmment haa b««n aaiailsd and stabbed in their penwm, and tbat that 
■fatem lives or diea with their victory or defeat ; for, aa Mr. Baldofn 
ezpreaaed it at a public dinner in Toronto, December Z8, 184S, " he well 
knew tbat no victory could be obtaioed, on the preaent oecaaioD over 
himwlf and his late coliea^nea, as public man, that woold not in eflbet, 
both by frieoda and enemies, be treated aa a mdory over Ike prvKiplr iff 
Rapotu&le Government Huff." 

Now, who can believe this 1 Who does not Itnow that whatever per' 
Bona may be in the councils of the Crown, the principle of Responsible 
6o*ernmeDt must and will be acted upon T It reqnirea but little rellectioa 
and foresight to perceive, tbat whatever paaaioiis Mr, Baldwin and bia 
colleagues ma; hab iota ■ tempest for a moment, the illusive and fabuloua 
pretensiona ou which they have made war upon the Crown, in the peraon 
of Sir C. MetcalTv, will and must issue in their own confusion, if not in 
the miarortane of incautious hnndreds exasperated by them, aa in the 
dismal transactions of 1837 and 1838. Bat of the obvioas and legitimate 
consequences of present proceedinga, I will treat hereafter. 

Aa the late Counsellors, tiien, lake their aland upon the British pnctico 
of Responsible Ooveramont, why have they disregarded it in every preli- 
minary step of their resignation and explanation 1 Aa one erroneous step^ 
if nnretraced, leads to a coarse of error ; bo the late Counsellors cota- 
mencing wrong, have fallen into a succession of errors, each ensuing on* 
more eerioua than its predeceaaor. 

I have ^owD that they provided not the necessary materials ; tbat thay 
took not the necessary meaaarea to prepare " a case of facta " for their 
explanation ; that their mode of proceeding was the reverse. In every 
respect, of the proceeding of Sir Robert Peel in a much more simple caas 
of "antagonism" wi^i his Sovereign, I will now proceed to prove that 
their explanation waa unauthorised in every respect, and is fraught with 
dangerous conaequences. 

In the course of his explanation (Nov. X9,} Mr. Baldwin stated, in reply 
to Mr, Viger, that " he had the permisoon of bis BzoeUency to make the 
explanation which he had ofihred to the house ; and if be had not, he ahoald 
have come down to the huuse aai told them that he bad been rehiaed, uid 
called upon them to construe every thing in his favour, and nothing 
•gainst him." Tbat Mr, Baldwin was sincere in making this assation, I 
have not a shadow of doubt. But tiie very liability of his statoment to 
be challenged (as it was by Mr. Viger,) shows the culpable impropriety 
ofhis not having reduced to writing the whole of the negotiation with his 
Eseellency. Tbe present question, however, is not witat Mr. Baldwin 
thonght, but what is the /ad r 
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Ut. Bddwin'fl vortwl applintion, and ths Qotonior-Qmienl'a vert»t 
reply, moat of coune hftve been intended uid ought to be interpreted in 
the DiinliterMl or aSicwl aeiwe or mieh commumcatioiie — u preliminary to 
their being committed to writing. That Bueh wu hii Elxceilency's under- 
■tanding, IB obviouH from the Tact, that be directed the subatance ofthe 
intended explanation to be laid before him in writing. Why did he reqaire 
thia, if it were not that he might expreee hit approval or diaapproval of it 1 
Upon any other suppoeition, hie Excellency might, with equal proprietyi 
hare demanded before hand the enhstaDce of any apeech or speecbea tiiat 
l£r. Baldwin and hia coIleagueB intended to deliver on uiy subject. The 
written explanation which they laid before hia Excellency, was, of eourae, 
their intended "case or caaes of facta," Did hia Excellency cooaeat 
to it f Nay ; he more than prohibits it— to uae his own worda, " the 
GoverDH-General proteata against THE bxpi^anatior which (hoae gen- 
tlemen propose to ofier to Parliament," tec NoWi Mr. Baldwin gave in 
hiaapeech theanbBtance,almoatTerbBtim, of the explanation which he and 
his colleaguea bad laid before his Excellency. Mr. B, says he bad been 
aathoriaed by hia Excellency to make that explanation ; hia Excellency 
preieitt against that txplanatiim ; and, according to Mr. Hincks, hia 
Excelleney'a protui had been received at least an hour before Mr. Baldwin 
made his explanatory speech. 

To make tbe caae, if possible, more plain, I will suppose that yon, Mr. 
(laader, are Governor of a town, city, or province, and that I come to you 
as tbe teprnentative of a portion of the people whom you govern, to 
procore your aaaent to certain meuiuM relating to tbeir niada, echoola, 
orehnrcbea; that you do not accede to any of the proposals or applicatioos 
laid before yon ; that I request your permission to explain to my coostitn- 
ants what has taken place between us on these subjects ; that you say, 
ye% but desire me to farnisb you, ia writing, with the substance of what 
I intand to state in ezplanation to my constituents ; that I do so ; that 
yon, on reading it, perceive that I have given a vety different version of 
•everal points from what you think is correct ; that I attribute sentiments 
and acts to you which 1 declare to be inconsistent with the rights snd 
interests of my conatitnenta ; and that i omit what you conceive to be 
the very grounds of your dissent from several requests made to you ; that 
you forthwith send me a written protest against my intended explanation, 
generally, and point out several particulara which you think are essen- 
tially inaccurate; yet I, with your protat and ttalemeat in my pocket, give 
that identical explanation against which yon protest to my cooslituenta, 
and then inform them, in conclusion, tliat I have your authority for the 
explanation which I had made— would you, Mr. Beader say that I had 
treated you justly t— tliat my statement was authorised by you 1— that it 
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WW trae 1 Th« exact patallel betveen thw imagiurj cbm Uii Um real 
an of the Qoveraor-Genera] ud bis IbU Coaomilon, can be readily fm~ 
celled by every reader. 

I iofer, therefotei that the explanation given by the late ConnsellorBi 
was, both techniMlly and morally, unauthorised, and was therefore uopaT* 
liameQtary and onconBtitutioDal, 

The only proof that Mr. Baldwio has ever appealed to diat he hkd 
•nthority to make hia azplanatiMi, ia thia " proteat" of bii ExceUeocy. 
How far thia proves his authority, the reader can jud^. But in tUs ' 
rafbrence Mr, Baldwin blinks the real queation, which is not wbethsr hia 
ExceUeocy inteoded that Mr. B. should give an explenation j (thia his 
EzceHency desired as much as his late Couneellon ;) Init whether be 
aatbortsed the explanslion which Mr. Baldwin gave. Against that 
explanation hia Excellency pntuU ; and therefore he could not teve 
•athonwd it, 

Mr, Hinchs, in hia reply to Mr. Yiger'a pamphlet, argues in the follow- 
ing words and italics : " It is truo that no diEclosorea can be made vitii- 
out permiaaion ; but whenever a differeoce arises between the bead Of th« 
government and his ministers, parliament and the public have a right to 
the fullest information. What is the object of making ezplanationa at 
wU i That the public may be able to judge whether the retiring nuoiatry 
have aoled right or wrong. They are the partjee upon trial ; and tbof 
Uve a right to ecpect permission to tUdt every thing ucessary for (Mr 
tmupUtt jMtifieation- It would be aa unprecedented ae it weuld be oM- 
leaa for the Sovereign or his Representative to Imit the etplamationt of 
Hiafstera, because any attempt to do bo would be invaii^y met, as Mn 
Bhldwin declared in the liouse he would have met it, viz., " by a refusal 
to aay one word sntil the required permisuon should be granted." (8m 

Now, with this r^oning 1 entirely agree as far as 'it goes j but it 
nut» the very points at issue. We are not inquiring what ought to be 
in the distract, but what was the fact in this case T To prove what 
ought to be and what teat, are two different things. It is with faeti, not 
with expediency, that we have now to do. This fallacy of shii^ng the 
ground a^ues badly for the cause in which it is employed. But there is 
Blill another fallacy in this attempt at reasoning — another shifting of the 
gronnd— another ehirking of the question. It is not whether ministeni 
ought " to state' every thing necessary for Ihsir complete juslificatioB ;" 
but whether the Ootm hoM not a voice in deciding that point as well aa 
the retiring ministK's ? It is admitted by Mr. Hincka that miniaters oan- 
not explain at all without the permisaion of the Crown ; can tliey then 
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opWa mqr mora tliMt liaj an pmattted T Ceruinly lot. Hive not 
Iha lato CobsmUw* pna czpl— atiow wbieb luve aot only Dot bean 
permitted, bat agaiut which tiie Crown bu proteated T I uq sot now 
inqaifing^ whalber they g&ve uij explanatioue not neceasu; to their 
jUBtiGcatiou — th&t will be cotwidered in anothsr place ; nil such evuioiu 
of the qaeelion argue the uoteaaUeneaa of the proceeding of the l&t« 
ConDMllon. I am now inquinDg,— J7(rf the Crawa content to the ejpla- 
natton tdiiA Oiey gave ? The protest of the Crown is proof demonstra- 
tive that it did not ; and n hundred columna of ipeechea end aa manjr 
eraaiona, cannot prove it othenviae. 

Whan thej foond thai the Crown dissented from theit intended expla- 
Dation, what waa their duty 1 Undoubtedly to defer their explanation, 
until the Crown and they ehoald agree upon the facta to be ezplajned. 
bat Buppose that no such agreement could hare been come to T 1 
■Uiawer, in the fliat place) minifitera should have tried whether auch an 
agreement could not have been come to. Secondly, if the Crown and . 
they could not haveogreed upon the facts to be explained, they would 
tAte refhaed to explain ; and the Parliament wonid have applied for the 
eOttCBpondonce which bad taken place between the Crown and ita late 
adviaars. Tbua the whole affair would have been fairly brought before 
PuliMwnL Tbna tha House of Commons, not aatiafied with tha atate- 
neMa made, api^ed to ttie Ciowa and obtained all the Letters which had 
^luMd betwaen tho King and hia Miniatera, the Eari of Orford and Loud 
Cbaaoellot Somow. 

Had the late ministers fumiahed tha Crawu, in writing, with th^ 
iflvlcia and negotiation (aa did Sir Robert Peel), then there eonid not by 
■By pcwribilfty have been a difibrence between the Crown and them as te 
fta gronnda of their reaigaation, and consequently no differeiiee aa to 
their intended explanation. This they carefully avoided doing. When 
Unjr determiDed to resign, inatsad of preparing th e " case of facts," they 
thMght it ^'neceesary for their complete justification," to give such* 
veiBlon of the affitir as woald tell best upon the Parliament and the 
feODDtry ; (bow fi* it waa correct I shall inquire in the sequel ;) and they 
\&Bg It before Parliament, not with the sanction of the Crown, but in tiie 
ftce of the Governor General's solemn protest against ita fairness and 
ttuth ! Soch a proceeding cannot be paralleled in the history of Respon- 
ldbl6 Government throughout the world. 
So mtich as to the fact* of this proceeding. Now, as to the^rmctplM 
( involved. 



Waa it net a praotioal wreating from the Crown the sceptre of ita pre- 
i^|ativ«, and tha Msential sbiald of its cbancter and safety t 
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If the l&te CouDMllora denied Uio Crown mm \ c<Hiwntia{ voie* to 
their "case of fu;te"^4beir pwUamentujr exi^uutioti— e*ii tbs; allif* 
that thej regarded ita prerogative mach in an j thing ebe T 

If thej claimed to om the authorilj of the Crown aa a *■ tool" to aanC' 
tion a part;, aa ivell an an expute explanation, can the^ prore that they 
did not seek to use it as a " toot" for the promotion of other partj 
purposes f 

If thej practicallj asserted their ri^ht to do as they pleased in regard 
to their " explanBlion," regardless of the protest of the Crown, is it 
improbable that they asserted the right of equal discretion in regard to all 
other acts, whether the Crown consented or protested 1 

If ihef practically asserted the right to deal with the ekaraetcr of the 
Crown as they pleased — to attribute to it what sentin^ents or acts they 
pleased in the teeth of its own solemn protests — is it unlikely that they 
sought to dispose of the patronage of the Crown ! The greater inclndee 
the less — and who will not say that character is greater than patronage 1 

I state these questions not as facts ; but as legitimate inferences, and 
OS subjects of serious reflection. The facts at which Uiey point will be 
hereafter ezsmined. 

And what are the eonseqnenee* involved in such a precedent and pro- 
ceedings 1 Does it not remove from the Crown the only safeguard of itn 
honour, and strip it of the last v espon for the defence of its character f 
Suppose the Governor to be tiie reader, and the reader to be one f£ aa 
association of seven or eight employed in deliberations on public matters; 
that diflbrences arose, and the reader stood alone ; that a dissolution of 
their association followed ; that the other seven should draw up a state- 
ment for publication of those difierences^ and in it ascribe various execrabfe 
Mntiroents and acts to the reader, which he wholly disclaimed ; yet they 
persist and publish, and reiterate. The reader might thus be beaten down 
by numbers, and party exertions ; but would such a proceeding be just 
before God, or before man 1 In that case an individual would be ruined ; 
but in the preeeot case, more than the life of a Governor—^is character 
-4s involved. If his confidential advisers can become his accusers— 
against his own solemn protests — then is the oath of secrecy a mockery, 
and the prerogative s bauble ; then in point of fact (and no forms of 
phiBseology csn make it oiherwise) is the Governor subordinate, and the 
Council sapreme, and may his chsxacter at any time be made s foot ball 
for their gratification. He may come to Canada with an almost angelic 
repuUtion of forty years growing brilliancy ; and in twelve months. It 
may be, invested with the attributes of the worst Asiatic despot, and at 
length, assailed by its own confidents, sink down pierced with more 
wounds than those under which Cteeax fell. 
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And Irhat hare ve witnawed in Cantd* daiinff the lut Tew month% 
u>d what do we now lee bat s pncticml illastntion of the truth of th«M 
KiDtrb T The voliimJDOiu apeechea of the " Toronto Reform Aaeocia- 
tion," ue ao nuitif witn ej w ca of the meluicholy leaiit? which I hiiTe 
inagined. 

Within the laat few daja, I have read an " Addreaa to the People 
afCaiMdB,b]rtheRerormAsaociatioii, adopted at a ^neral meeting, held 
at TwoDto, the I6th day of Uay, 184^" and aaid to have been written 
bj one of the late CounaelI<»a. After reading thia most calamniooa 
addreaa, I naked myself, if this addresa be true, what is the rtal character 
<^8irCharieB Metcalfe — the man in all past life lauded more for siocetity. 
We of liberty, and justice, than any other Oovernor in the Britiah Empire f 
If this address be true, the world haa been deceived in Sir Charles; for ha 
haa, after all, proved to be an enemy to ths British Coostitotion — a tyrant 
•^ hypocrite-~a deceiver — a liar — a more outrageous invader of cooati- 
tutioaal rights than Charles the First, and a more daring despot than 
James the Second — and were he a Sovereign, instead of a Governor, 
weald forfeit his Crown, if not hie head ! 

And whence the authority for these avrfu! charges and denunciationa 1 
We anawer, his ExcelleDcy's late confidential and constitutional adviser*. 
And this addresa and the kindred speeches of members of the same Asao- 
dation, are the early resolts of diacloeures which these advisers declared 
they made nnder the aathority of the Governor-General ! Disclosurea 
against every part of which, affecting his own sentiments and conduct, 
he with a martyr-like Grmneaa and Aristidean integrity, most earnestly 
pfotaats. And those disclosures, or rather, nccasatioDs, and these speecbea, 
and thia address, are the Jlrtt /rviu of their working of the syatem of 
Kaaponaible Government — those who elotm to he the oiUy workers of it. 
What may not the lait/rvitt be t 

And this, too, in the face of the &ct8 that the British principle of 
Keaponaible Government requires the sanction of bat one minister to 
render any act of the Crown valid ; that the Resolntions of the House of 
Assembly of September, 1841, on Responsible Government, have recog- 
iiised no more than ajifuroltty of advisers of the Crown, and notagovem- 
inent by heads of departments; that SirCharlesUetcalfehae half aa many 
advisers as British Sovereigna have had for the whole of the Empire ; that 
fhoae advisers are responsible for all his acta; that the lateCounaellors have 
declared ao ; yet the Bovereign is thus treated in the person of his Exeel- 
hbey ! And why t The admteri of the Crown are too smalt game— to 
mdi^te the Crown ia too naaH a prize. The patrcmage of the Grown ■■ 
H hanuM sought. It cannot be obtained antil the Crown is 
« tool." Th« Crown cannot be made a t«ol ontU it becomM 
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yoWBilw. It uimot beeoaw powerieBi until ft ur rendeMd Iwtrfbl. 
Hence thia nddrsm of the Toronto AssociBtion— «>and in the ueertJoB 
rf HeBeral [ninciplea, bnt fUbeiom io Ite tpplieatioa of them, ind ftUs 
and i^minable in the Btatemeat of fkcta, u I abtllL bjr and bj show. 

Now, bad the Iftte CounBellors adopted the Fair and constitutional coom 
either befbrn or at the time of their rengnatton, this etaie of thing* ceold 
Kit have exiited. Had they eobmitted their statecnentEi and r6coanteKd« 
atioDi to Sir Charles MeteaUe, in writing, no misiinJentaiiding or diMre- 
panej of representation could have occorrad reapecting them, *ai M 
minntOTpretBtion in the explanation of ministerB— no proteit fron tlw 
Govgmor^iieDeral againat it. 

But, tiien, their ulterior policy wnnld have been defeated. What we 
have defined as "a case of facts," would have confined them to tiieirovn 
■eatiments, and advices, and demands ; and apon than the iaeue would 
have been taken. The prerogative of the Crown would have TenuuDAd 
unqDestioned and inviolate. Thej could not have impeached it aa thej 
pleased— they could not hate turned attention from tiiemselvee to the 
Crown — they could not have done, as Diogenes Laertius said that 
Aiistotla eometimee did, act the part of a cHltle-fish, which darken* 
tHe wat«r around, that it may escape tlie danger ; they covld KOt ban 
made Sir ChaHes the vitluol defendant in the case, instead of themaelven j 
they could not have tnuu/trrtd themselvaa from the poUn/ to the jrrtiMyla 
of Reaponeible Government ; they conid not have omitted (ael shall pron 
in the next number, by two of themselves, they did) the cardiMl poiitt of 
difference between Lbe Crown and ihem. Hence they avoided *' the caw 
of beta," as at that juncture, an inconvenient element of EesponaiUft 
Oovernment, and made outa case both for tbemselvee and the Governor- 
GenenJ, and affixed hie authority to it, and pat his case, ■• stated by kin- 
self, into their pockot^4ever hinted that each a ihisg was in exist«icc^ bat 
claimed the patronage of the pierogative for the very impeachment of the 
Crown itself, oa well as for party govsrnmenL The prerogative in tb« 
kands of Sir Charles Metcalfe, was only fit to be put into their pocluta i 
bnt the prerogaltve in their own hands must aonctioaf to use Ur.Hinclu'a 
words) "«iieryJAing necessary forMctV i^izy Me justlficotioQ "— whatevet 
it might be, whether truth or not — whether impeachment of Sir Chaiiw 
or praise of themselvaa ;— as advisers of the Crown, t&ey were entitled to 
thawLoIeof its patrooage-^iot even BtrCbarlea himself bad & (right to A 
crwAi aa he was no longer of thdrpartg! 

Aoeh ifl the sonroe of their anprccedaated pvoeeedinga ( and aiuA i* ttM 
stream wbiob has already iasoed from tt^— a •traam wfaieb, if not tnraad 
tnto the Ic^tunate channel of British tespon^ility, voMf iailiiMJiii Ik* 
wy fiUans of the throne and awMp away tta host hllwaikaef oktMb* 
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MHAfiA ; tAt/t; imtik stAl Tntir^ a^ebtiiig tO a bdmcitie lAiM tfVeMh«ttf 

hnM-earnetfiWdKilhtotediwatliBd reputition ofbhe'of th6 ftiftst npHght, 
nfifft' g^D^otii-, ttri mMt nbirertall? adtaited chartclers In ttie Stttr^ 

A comparison of ibe present and former langange of the Ute Coonsef- 
lors towards Sir Qiarles Metcalfe afiords a melancholy iUuBtratioD of 
Tacitus' teuaark — PrcpriHm. hmaani ingenii ett, oditte quern huMeru._ 
fit belongs to baman nature to hate ths man whom you have injored.) 

Thus mach then on the single point relating to the node of proceeding 
OD the part of the late Counsellors in tboit resignation, emd the oodm^- 
quenccB of it. I shall next examine the still more important aubjecta of 
tbei^ explanatory statcmeota and dmissions. 
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PHpoiiflmi tlaled—'t^ho meattt Sj " late Cmuuellorif'—ItitiretReiUfrovi 

qfflee expeefed to Se siorf— four ausimiliei in (heir proceediagi, 

nkidi ditprove their charges — Errontoua proceeding qflKe House aj 

Attemhl^ — Should be retraced — Fi/lk anomaly disproving tlU 

barges of late Cmtnsellors — Charges examined in detail and refuted, 

and the nature and effects oj' them exposed — Claim of the Toroiilo 

Atsoeiaiion compared with the avowal iff Lord J^m Rvssett—^ 

Contrast— Remarks. 

Having proved, I trust to the satisfaclion of the candid recder, that tha 

proceedings of the late CounaeUors, in theit reaignaiion, and against Sir 

Charles Metcalfe, were informal in every laapecl, and unconetitutional in. 

Hveral respects; I now proceed to Bbew> that those gentlemen have failed 

to estaUiA (ic allegations which they hate made againtl Ms Sxeelleacg, 

When I tias the term "late Counsellors," I do not tsean to inclnda 

each of them.'indiTidnally, Several of them are known to baT« bean 

reluctantly acquissciag partiea in the proceeding* of the leaden ; the 

oiEciiniBtances in which tbey were plac«d were perfectly navel ; tbey bad 

nct.ezamined Britiah precedeata ; tbe whole comptez afiir transpirMl is 

Iws than ibree da7«, bo tliat Ibey bad not time for oool, minattitboroiiglt 

iudajwiideiit smninatioo} Uiej felt UmumImi boutd in party batd*} 

E 
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tbey MbmitUd tbenuelTM iato the bandi of tli^ apUins ; aiocs that 
pTorogation thty bsve acted with the aileot dignity of letired miniitan of 
ths Crown ; thoj bftve neither been party orginizera, nor political diMi- 
ganiiera ; Boms of them, I believe, have viewed the alepe iata which t 
tempomiy preseure led them with coDcern, if not with iniBg>iviDg mi 
ngret, and wonld be happj of an honorable and aafe escape f^m thrir 
preHnt dilemma. To inch parties 1 do not refer ; their Moent waa 
general ; and their coodiict has Bin<:e been unexceptionable. I refer 
especially to those Counsellora who mtide allegations against the Gover- 
nor General in the Legialatnie ; who hove repeated them with iundty 
additions and exaggerationg at public meetings — to Meinv. BAJwmRi 
SniiUVAN, and Hikcki. 

It may be also remarhed, that the retirement of the late Coansellom 
was expected tn be of short duration — some of thorn intimated that they 
thoaght it would be only a few days. Had such an expectation beeo 
realized, a feat would have been performed worthy of the days of chivalry 
—a resignation — a restoration — n victory of the Crown itself — and all 
this in less time than the eixteen days required by Cincinnatus to subdne 
the jGquid Volsci and re-eatabliah tlie safety of Rotne. However, the 
fco'iner only has beea as yet accomplished. 

The first anomaly that strikes the mind of an attentive observer of their 
proceedings ia, the position in which they place themeetvea before the 
Legislature and the couotry. Their constitutional position is that of 
dtfaidatttt i their real posiiion is that of plainiiffi, Ttiey come before 
the jury of the Canadian public to answer for (AeiVoum views and conduct; 
they answer, by arraigning the views and conduct of the Governor General, 
Now, a Canadian jury cannot constitutiooally sit in judgment on the 
views and conduct of the Governor General ; for the Resolutions of 
September, 1841, declare "that the Head of ihe Executive Governmeot 
of theProvioce, being within the limits of his government the Represent- 
ative of the Sovereign, t'> retpamible to the Imperial aTttkorily alone." 
No man can be justly or corietitutionatty arraigned before a tribunal to 
which he is not amenable. Ciomwelt had a Aadow of constitutional 
pretension for arraigning Charles the First before even his Rump Parlia- 
ment ; but the late Counsellors have the constitutional Resolutions of 
1B41, positively against their arraignintr the views and conduct of the 
Govemei Ueneral before any other tribunal than that of " the Imperial 
awhorily alone." Whatever therefore may be their intentions (with 
which 1 have nothing to do), their proceeding involves a dirett blow 
agunatafnodameutal principle of tbe Resolutions of 1841, and an tiufireet 
blow agaiAst tbe colonial couneetioB of Canada with Great Britain, If 
the Oovenor General can be arraigned before the Canadian Ijegislature 
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n>r hia viewi ud conduct, he cannot be "letponiible to the Imperial 
■Dthority" at aU ; for "no man can serve two maBtera." The nty 
•rraignnient, therefore) of the views and condact of the GoTemor Genenl 
before the Colonial LegiBlaturei oMunte* independence of the mother 
eoDDtrj, Nor is that all. It asaiunea the power of the Assembly oyer 
the Monarch]', and involves the destruction of monarchical government 
Haelf. For, as De Lolme says — in the paBSDgs quoted in the preceding 
onmber — "the king himself cannot he arraigned before Judges; because 
if there were any that could pass sentence upon him, it would be Ihei/, 
Md not he, who murt Jinally poneai Ike executive poteer." Tha arraign- 
ment of the views and conduct of the Governor General before the House 
of Assemblj auuni«i that they are his "jud^s;" or, in the words of De 
Lolme, that "thf^i, and not he, possess tlie executive power." If, there- 
fore, the kte Counsellors did not desire to be supreme themselves, and 
mako the Governor subordinate, their proceeding involves hia subordina- 
tion to the House of Assembly. 

Slich are the inferences which flow irreuotjbly from their anomaloua 
proceeding. Such is the first anomaly it praMnts. Another is, the natat* 
of their defence. It consists, as the House of Asaembly aeema to bave 
understood from the resolution introduced by Mr. Pric^ which was 
adopted in theii: behalf, of a charge against the GoTSmor-Geaeral that ho 
had denied " their right to be eciuuiled on what the house unhesitatingly 
avows tobe tbeprero^liveof the Crown — appointm«ilB to office." Tbey 
place themselves before the house and the country, not upon their policy 
of government, (which Sir Charles declares to have been the point of 
di^rence,) but upon " their right to be coninlted," which hia Excellency 
denies to have been the question at issue, and of which he says in his reply 
to them, that he "ia aatonished at finding that the reajgnatton is not* 
aacribed to an alleged dlfletence of opinion on the theory of Responsible 
Government." They keep out of sight of the house the now policy of 
govmnnrent which they had been urging upon the Governor General, and 
claim its vote in their b^alf, by alleging Chit his Excellency had invaded 
ita rights, A new mode, indeed, for a derendant to claim an acquittal and 
«veB approval of a jury, upon the ground of » gpneral charge against the 
plaintiff, aupported by the evidence of the defendants own aisertiim. Who 
would not prefer the position of the defendant to that of the pl^ntiflj 
lucording to this mode of proceeding ? 

Sut what appears more anomdous still, is the nature of the charges 
svhich they prefer against his Biceliency. They are general. They 
contain no speeificaliont which can be met. They throw upon his ExmU 
leucy the onus of not only proving a negative, but of proving a genermt 
iH^atlve. Mr. Baldwin, in hie " explanatioH," ascribes to the Governor- 
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Cenenl c^d^ aiiti-R««p^iifjblf| Qoyein.m^iit 4octn*e*,iLjt^ ^fi^ *f(*>Of( 
ilia Eice^eDCf certain anti-Rei^nsibJe Goyeroqient qctf as proof tlut 1^ 
beld ibese doctrines ; but Mr. Baldwin ^ecifia no act$ — not even tt» 
DaniieB of tba parties to vf hom the; refer. Aseuinirig that bis Excell^Dcj^ 
inatead of Mr. BaJdwin, was on his trial boTore the Hoi^se of AsGeif^bljf 
fj)d that Mr.Baldwinnaa a legitimate fitness in big own caaeiand that )]fy 
Excellencj was permitted to come tp the b^r an<j answer for bimseir, hoff 
could bedisprpTe the cbargea preferred ef^nst him, irbea the f^^ci/ScottOAf 
incliided in tbose general charge^ vers i)Ot slated 1 If tb@ ipad^ ^Df 
arraigned aa an iafidel and » robber — na infidel not in the doctrine of I^Sr 
ponsLbleGovemmenCibut in that of tbe Divine Gorarameiit) andaiobbec, 
not of apother'a propertj, but ii;hat i^ more valuabL^ snpiher's tigbt»<;7^ 
the Tjghta of many others ; sod suppose iI;b odI; testimoi)]! against hinf 
was ths asBsrtion of his accuser ; and eupppse that nothing ws^ state4 
either in the indiccmeat or in the eyideoce as to the specific natui^ of biq 
Bcepticisin, or the time, place, or even parties in relation tt> wbicb his ja]i- 
beriei were alleged to have been committed ; but that it was stated in 
gsnOTsl t«nM that he bod conmritted robberies, and that on certain occa- 
IfoDS he kad ^cpremed sceptical sentimenLs ; how could the reader lebat 
■ueh lAaii^eil Howcoaldfae prove an alibi? Howcoeldhe piove that 
tba facts alleged as robberies, were legal transacttons, and not wrongs 
•l^aiBat mj man 1 AH ihia he oiig^it do, were specifications on each count 
of the mdictroent stated. But according to the procedure supposed, he 
aacU no more mve himself from eondenmaliou, bowsTer innocent he 
might b«) thaB the Selected victim coo1d escape the Inquiailion. How then 
emdd the Oovmiior-Omeral defend himself, or he defended, againat. tb? 
gmsral chaises alleged by Mr. Baldwin 1 He could only do as he haq 
Amk, ietff Qiem in general terms, by declaring that he " subBcribes 
Mtkely to the resolutions of 1S41," and thst he has never deviated from 
tfaem. 

, And ^ndensuct! qircuT^stapcetii bov C0Ul4 the Couit of FifrUaraeat d^de 
^tnBt hjm T If a man can be arraigned and coodemned a^ genersl (^axgeih 
■uiA on the evidence of bis accuser's asEertip^, what man's chamjMri n 
liberty, pr even life, is. ^efe ? And is the high Cquit of I^arliament ta 
^^demn tbe Governor-GeDeral oq an indicinieot whic^ would act b^ 
^tertoined \tj ar^ magistrates' Quarter Sessions againat the famablaHt 
^dividual in the land 7 The resolution of the Assembly ofTpressiag f th« 
deep regret fek by the House at the retirement of certain members of the 
Provincial Administration, on Ike queitioti of ftrir right to he contidled oa 
what the House unhesitatingly avows to be the prerogative of the Crown 
— Hi^ointments to office ; and further, that Ouir advacac}/ of thitprinciplej 
aMtUH then to the oonSdence of the House," tnTolvesmost u^quivocally. 
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th|t ^* iff Q^Uescj lud ipmded ttwt " ligkt " mmi litmei tbis f* priBcqrta," 
9ga^^ hiB 1)1^ taoft fqaitiT^ v)4 eohiaa. declRntum— md tepcated 
^l^^larfttioos— to the Mn>urp. 

Hnd Mr. Oaldntn come down to lie house with what I have heretofore 
l|)}(^^ b^BhouJj) havedoBQ] "a ctae of faotf," mod bod sDf one or mere 
tg tfcoM (acta involvqd tfa^ Tacl or facte on which the leaiihitiofl of the 
^iiep of A^fi^hlf waa predicat«dt tbce upon that sndeiice— the muta- 
%Uj Rdimttfd ftateinajit of tbe^i&iing paiiies— could the lesoluiion hare 
te«ji fdtly and juatly adoplnd. Bui as it was, the houee had before them 
luthjng but the«Mcr(ioit of one of the differing partial a^inst the asaer- 
tVDg of the otter ; and f<jr them to have decided io h«oiir of the one or 
^ oth<r upon eiich evidence, or rather, wich abeenne of ell evideaee, was 
M Dflpwcedopted aa i* wat enjuat, and was aach a. jeciaicm as no inferior 
(OOTt in the Insd would hAve been diapnsed or dared to moke. 

It has been stated that one of the moTera of the resolution in question, 
has said, that he aaw the house waTerin^, and that he preeeed it to a vote^ 
kefer&thememiierabRd time lo drawback. It is not Burprising- Ihat a 
ttsTougb "party man" — a man who prefera party to justice — should pur- 
me soeh a course, and exult in its Guccess. Nor is it surprising that the 
bouse was "wavering" under euch circumstances ; it would have been 
saqMasing bad it hean etherwiss. Aa tbe case was a new on<<, and as the 
DMtubert«f tbe .^embly codU not possibly have acquainted themselveB 
iftHh tke mteotie of Bdtisb Parliamentary practice in such ceaes, it is not 
wiVTiBiiig that ^ny were led on by party to adopt such a course. But it 
wilt ))e aarpiietAg if, aftei a catm revie« of the whole affair, and a minute 
iewalif ation of aU the facta of tbe question, they do not waver back to 
tlM pi^LktD of doing jnettce between matt and man — of doing to fte 
QoiKnwr^Qeneia] as Cfae^ would be done by ia eimjlar circa mstanoes—oP 
aeting, in faacmony. wUb the pm:tioe of BritiGh Reaponetble Government. 
h;ba»baeB said, '.^to err is heman, to forgive divine." Those members 
ofl'Ae AsemUy whobavein this caae donewliai is "haRian,"are not 
SBkcd'todsLwIiatis ^divine." No crime has been committed ; no forgive* 
IMCIKiB eoQgfat or needed. But they are asked — and I have no doubt bat 
^juetandbiMieat eoontry will ultimately require it to be done — to retrace 
nkatk^buman" so far back to what ia "divine," as to do justice to an 
ufnigbt, a gensTouB, and an unjustly implicated man. 

Pope has said, for a man to aclinawledge hia error Js only to confess 
tbat he is wiser to-day than be was yesterday. What is true of individu-- 
alibis true of colleclions of individuals ; and I am much njistaken, If the, 
memtiers of the House of AsBembly — after the lapse of so many daya — 
wiH not be wiser neit session than they were the ',ast. I am also inclined. 
to believB tbat eeveral, if not all, of tbe lata Counaellora— aiter their 
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nmzpKtedlj long cetirement from th« etna tad pei^deiftiM oT oAc*— 
will be fimiid more jodiciouB, more szpenenced, better qnsUGed, and man 
diipoMd to BppreciBle and adhere to the Biitiah prisciplea ind practka 
of Responsible GoTerniaeDt, tbaa thej w«e laat wmod. 

Bat there ie another aaomal^ eti II in thia proceeding— another prtma 
Jatie evidence that the Isle CouneeilorB have failed to establish the allega- 
tions which they have made against the Goremor-GieDeral. It u the 
perplexity — Ihe cuttle-fish muddioess — in nhich they have involved Ihs 
wliole affair. Whu in Canada, for weeks after their resignation, coatd 
comprehend their ml differencee with the Governor-General t And not 
a few are etill unable to deGne them. The " Toronto Reform Asaoeia- 
tion " has schooled its pupils tolerably well into the mystery— at least so 
far as ringing the changes on certain words and phrases, and Tocifaoni 
denunciations, evince proficiency ; bat even with such a scbool of public 
instruction on the subjn:!, many are Doable to perceive any thing mors 
than confused and undefined imagos of East India aabobiam and West 
India negroism— the staple eloquence of tbe AssodatioD. Now, such 
obscurity — such confusion — ia never witnessed in any question of defined 
and proved facts. The inference, therefore, is ioevitable, that their facia 
were neither specific nor proved. 

That such n-as tbe light in which they were viewed, not only by nMt- 
perienced Canadian minds, but by the most acute and esperienced slatss-* 
men, is obvious from a recent letter written by tbe Hon. Joseph How^ 
of Nova Sculia, and published in several of the Canadian papers. Mr. 
Howe was reported to have said in one of his speeches in the Nova Scotia 
Hause of Aseembl/, that " tbe difficulties in Canada had arisen from K 
hutgliag adminiatratiott," Hr, Howe, in a letter addresaed to Mr. 
Uincks, and dated Halifax April 29, 1844, explains as follows ;— ''Tb* 
conflicting statements put forth by the Govemor-Genetal and bis ex-Coan* 
sellore, rendered it difficult for some time to judge what the real pointa 
at issue were — tbe facts of the case, upon which alone an opiaian coaM 
be formed, not being admitted on both sides. It was in reference to tbia 
contrarletyof statement that I said in answer to some speaker who soaght 
to show that tbe Canadian and Nova Scotia cases were sttiotly analogons, 
that tbe matter hid been so "bunded" in Canada, that it was difficult to 
■ay whether such an inference could be ftirly drawn. Thia is all that 
was said or intended; and the observation was only meant to apply to tha 
then involved state of the controversy, and used witbont any desire tff 
charge blame upon either of the parties whose opposing statements ien> 
dered it difficult at the moment to form a correct dfcision, and moat 
desirable to keep the simple fact npon which the retireioenta were based, 
free from any theoretical dispute about general piinciplen which it did not 
Decassarily involve." 
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. JKow, if tlie acuta miod and pnctlMd eye of the fktber or RMpoiuiUa 
Goverameiit id Britiih North America, could onl]' discover io tbe Cenadiaii 
"cue of facia," "cooflictiog statements'' — "opposing stalements" — a 
''matter bo baegled" — "tiieoretical dispiitea about general principles^" 
fioold ereo he hare dtacovered tny proof of the altegations against hie 
ExeelleDoyI Yet upon this case of "conflicting etalements," and a 
"mattw so boDgled," do the late CouDBellorB demand a verdict of tbe 
coontrj aguDst Sir Charles Metcalfe as an enemy of Responsible Govern* 
meni ! Would thereader, as a juryman, convict a known pick).'ocket apon 
•uch "bangled" and "opposingstatemenlB V much less the Represent- 
ative of bis Sovereign against his own declarations. 

From the foregoing reasoning I infer, therefore, that not only is the 
proceeding of the late Counsellors anomalous — as I have heretDfore shewn 
it was UDConRtitutiansl — but that npon every principle and legal and equi- 
table practice, tbcy have failed to establish their allegations against Sir 
Charles Hetcalfe. 

So much for their charges in general, £^t us now examine them in 
detail. This is rather difficult, as tbcy are so "bangled" together. I will, 
however, attempt to separate two or three from the mass. The first 
appears to be — as staled by Mr. Baldwin in his'eiplanatory speech— 
"that hia Excellency entertained a widely different view of the position, 
dntieaand responsibilities of the Executive Council, from that under which 
(hey accepted office"— that is tbe view expressed in the Resolutions of 
September, 1841. 

Such is ttie first charge. Let na now examine its import, and tho 
prinoipis asanmed and involved in the mode of its presentation. Mr. 
Baldwin does not condescend to inform tbe high coait of Parliament to 
akal extent Sir Charles's "view" is dlfibrant from that of the late Council; 
Dor what meaning he attaches to tbe relative terras " widely diSbrent." 
Days have been when the different modes of cutting men's hair were held 
to indicate Te1i|^ns views as " widely different" as orthodoxy and heresy. 
And whoisaasared that Mr. Baldwin's "view" of more than one question 
is not BO sqnared and nicely adjusted that a hair's-breadih deviation from 
it is "widely diSerent"^o " widely dlElerent" as to prevent co-operation 
at all 1 There are as many different ideas attached to the terms "widelj' 
difierent'' as there are diflerent intellectual constitutions. Some reli- 
gionists now-a'days regard a difference in the form of ecclesiastical polity 
tc involve a " view" and a fact es " widely different" as that which exists 
between a cburcb and no church ; and who is certain that Mr. Baldwin 
does not bold that the least deviation from his opinion constitutes the 
"wide difference" between Responsible Government and no Responsible 
GoTemmsDt ? Then again, Mr. Baldwin docs not inform the court m 
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tnbu r^Mtft Sir CkiTiM ifl hsnttcd hitabvlMor tS^'poAiOfaiiatiM 
mA iwtpaatAiatKt of tlis Biecatn* Cwm6U." Snppoeft ttnl ttie f«iAr 
wwd'umigiMd before ttiB unzca fbr hoWug-a tftmsonalle " vrHw" of tt* 
doeuine of k MtbJMt'B ttlefiancet ind in coBMquence incUlcatiAf (tri HaO" 
lAlc doclriiKs flDd praclici'B, and Cbat Ur. Baldwin w«re Attorney Oenelitt 
or QnecD'i Coomel in the ewe ; and that Mr. B. hkl atated in tlie SrM 
oount af thQ indictmBnl that the reader " entertained a irMeij dMHwaf 
new of the poaitioA, dntiBa and retpoawtntitif^ of a aubjeet's AiAj, ffeo- 
Uat winch waa iavDlved iH the oMIl rf* all«^ktice s«d reqafred b; tSS^ 
Uwe ef Ae bold ; and aappoee Ibe Judge or th» Jliir, or beth, were ttf- 
■ak the counael For Ibe Crown lo trkaf erfnit the priaenerat tbebtiBAtff 
sod UughL a view of ei¥il duty diflerent ftom that ettjoiDsA bf tb« k*e 
of the land 1 aad that Hr. B. abould reply, " M7 Lerd and goAiommi hit' 
view ia wuWy different — aad tbe aoort were to rejoin, ia vAat rrwp e eti : 
is it difiereot! Aad tbe Crown Counsel were to reply agUDi "muUg: 
diffcTtnl, mj Lord and gentlemen" — what would be tbiMgiit (MaaA tfL 
indictment 1 And what would be Ihougbt of such a coobmI for tke 
Crown ? And whAt wonld be thougbt of a Tcrdiet. of guHlg on anch *. 
charge % Vet such is tbe charge on which tbe verdict of the FrofincQ is- 
denwnded against the Representative of the Sovereign — a verdict which 
involves (to uae the words of Caplaia Irving, for which he received thft. 
" loud cheers" of the Toronto AssociatioD, to whom be addressed themy 
"Ma Excellency's reCireroent in dear old EnglmiA, tekere UfranU iotw. 
nopoarr." (Loud cheers.) 

But what ia the fiimeipk esaumed and involvGd in this charge 1 It 
uHnne» and' implies, that anj view which Hr. Baldwin roaj pk«ae i» 
gW>«Eal tenna to deeiare "widely fUfibrent" from hia view of the "pobi^' 
tioB, dutiesr wd responaibilitteB of the Bmtcutivr Councili'' ia ta b» 
adjudgetl beratical and uneouiiiuti<Hml. Althongh the reel'or full import: 
rfUe^oeoriptive declaration maj, like iheseoret doetitneaof tbeGroek' 
pbiloaophers or Egyptian priesta, be confined to bit own bosot^ or oom- 
tnunioated to none but the iniMted, I think the Canadian peojite h4. 
budlf prepared for aueh political vusallsge as this; and that- HivBaldwia- 
is too modest a inai> to- flssame tbe prerogative of polHieal- Pope of 
Caaxte-; «)4 that after due consideration, therefore, he willabaltdini tUt; 
mode of dealing with the charoeter end rigtab of the lUpreeedtatim oF 
hu SovereigB. 

Rftd TSt. Buldwin confined hicn^elT to Jacti, "free (as lUTr. Aowe says)' 
tiota aisy theoretical dispute about' general principles," he would havft 
avoided tMs burlesque upon all donstitution&l IcgisUtioo, end. this' giipkf 
injiutics Bgaihat Sir Charles Uetcalfe. 
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A seeobd chtrge iB,tbKt "tbit difference of opinianliu ladnot nraMly 
to ajtpoiQtnBntfl to office ^ainBt their advice, but to appointment*, uti 
ptopOMtlB to make appointmentB, of which ibef were not inlbrmed in taf 
tnaaner, until ill opportunity of oflbring advice rsapecting Ibem btd 
puied faf ." Thia charge, like the fomrer, be it remembered, is onlj thri 
assertion of one partj, and denied in all its eaeentialB by the otber. In 
the fint place, how conld the Ute Conneellors know, and therefore witb 
jaatice «t leaeon state, that an alleged opinton of Sit Charies Uetcalfe on 
Are abstract theory of Rcaponsible Government led him to make appoint' 
menta againat their advice t Mr. Baldwin sa^s, that " he had nevef 
userted or held that lite Governor General bad not the right to appoint 
Whom be pleased against that advice, and ha appealed to the past for ths 
conectness of what he now asaerled." Uight not this admitted and 
andonbted light have been exercised by hie Excellency lYom a aimpls 
jadgment of the Caae involved, and not from any heretical opinion on th* 
system of Eesponaible Government 1 Tbey eouid ttot know it unleaa tfae 
Oovernor General had infarmed them. He denies the opinion attribnted 
tobim; he coDld not therefore have informed them of the fact embodied in 
tbeircba:^. Mr.Bsldwin, In hie Toronto dinnerspeeeh, supposed that the 
Oovernor General bad a phrenologist to enable him to judge of the qnali' 
fications of candidates for office. Perhaps the late Counsellors had some- 
thing more than a phrenologist amongst them— perhspa there was amoof 
tiiem a di«cerner rf spirits, who could judge the luart, as well as the head 
and acts of the Governor General himself ! Their charge is a groiindleae 
inference at best; is condemned by the counter assertion of the Governor 
General; and shows the desperate means they were driven to employ ia 
order to implicate his Excellency. How would the reader like to be 
judged and condemned on such evidence 1 

ThM to notice the other parts of this charge. Why has ft been 
charged against the Governor General again and again, that he made 
appointments againtt the advice of the late Conncil, when, as Hr. Baldwin 
asserts, it is bis undoubted rigbt lo do so 1 The reason is obvious — to 
damage the Governor General as much db possible, right or wrong. 

Afain, another part of the charge is, that his Excellency made offer* of 
appointraonts withoat the advice of the Council. Allow the truth of this, 
does It authorise their conclusion or charge, that the Governor General 
ha^ therefore, violated the principle of Responsible Government 1 Are 
q^erv of appointments, apf<A%ti»enUi And is it not with the tatter that 
the Parliament has to do T What has the Parliament to do with o_^er« 
of appointmente, any more than it has to do with the dinner or connael 
hours of bis Excellency and his advisers. It is with the acts of th« 
Eaeciitive, and not cosverMfuHU of any kind-~be4hey o^srs or r»fM»aia, 
F 
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on the put lit tha Qoranior or til &d«iN»— that Pulkmnt ii cononiMd. 
Wbo ever beard before of PuliuDent being called upon to determiBe th« 
M(UM«r and the topie* of converMtian between tbe Sovereign and indin< 
duals T Will anj one deny that one or more of the Coanaellon bar* 
talked vith iDdividuala about their ^>pointment to office— have propoeed 
it, hsTe concerted It, luTe promitod it u far aa they were concerned; and 
all tbli before tbe Governor Geneial bad ever been spoken to on the inb- 
ject 1 And ia not tbe prerc^tive of the Soverdgn equal to that of om 
o/ U* advuert 7 Or in this retpeet alao are tbe CoiuiMlloTa to be 
■upreme and tbe Governor General eubordinate 1 Such is tiie Iheory 
involved in their preten^iona and charge*. Tketf can talk and bargaia 
with tndividnale fot their appointment to office ; bqt if the Oaeenur 
Geiteral make* even a verbal offer, he violatea tbe coniiitution ! And 
why would they deny the Crown a prtvilc^ which they exerciae tbem- 
■elvei, if it weie not to make it a " tool 1" I have heretofore shewn that 
British Sovereigns have done more than make ofibra of appointment* 
without consulting any minister ; yet no one ever questioned the rigU, 
whatever benight think of the policy m the apedittity of lucb a course. 
O&rs of office either by the Grown or its advisers involve, of course, the 
condition of a compliance with conatitutionsl forms — io the forroar case, 
tbe instrumentality of at least one responsible minister— in the latter, the 
sanction of the Crown, 

But Buppose, contrary to all precedent and to common sensa, that 
Parlianwnt could iDterfera with the conversation* of the Sovereign with 
individuals, what, in parliamentary law, would be deemed an offer of 
office, and what would bo regarded aa pi-oof of an oSbr of office havtig 
been made 1 Would a private eoKur»aiio» be deemed either an q^laal 
act, or <fffieial prixtff Is any thing short of written eorrespondenea 
deemed official in such cases 1 How utterly destitute tbeo of tlte Tory 
shadow of proof, aa well aa propriety, is this charge of the late Counself 
lore Bgiinst tbe Governor General 1 

Another item of it i^ that hi* Excellency made eppointmenta without 
giving bis late adviser* sa opportunity of tendering their advice. This 
Ubewiie, be it recollected, is tbe mare assertioQ of one of the parties 
against tbe denial of tbe other — unproved, therefore, and sach as no jndgs 
would sofier even to go to a jury. Bat the charge i* a* vague, and then- 
fore a* eensele** a* it i* proofless. They do not stale what they mean 
by "an apportruiily of tendering their advice"— whether it should Include 
ten day*, or ten hoar*, or ten minute* — whether it should imply th«i 
meeting his Excellency in council, or meeting themBelve* in committee of 
council, or one of them adviain^ with his Excellency, nor do tbsy state 
Amo fM»y appointments— TD^t hind of appointment* — tchentitey wen 
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mad»— «Ao were ippWDtod ; my, tho lata tdviatn state not one ■tngte 
ctTComitance whicb would render it poMUtle fot mui or mngel to nbat 
tiieircht^e. How woitld thoreftdet liko tohavdhii cliuuter udrifhti 
tfauB dealt with f I venture to mj, that any coutt, or even election com- 
mittee of the AsMmblj, would diemin wich a charge with coata, a« 
frivolona and vezatioua. 

Bnt there may bare been important political reaaons for thii very 
TagaeneN^ which, in the eye of reaaon and law, would vidate the whole 
charge. It leema to have been presumed that the hauae would not 
oboerre the irregfularity and unfairness of the proceeding iteelf, although 
there might have been ground to apprehend that minute epeciScation in 
regatd to the charge would be too well understood by the hoase. For 
example, had it appeared that there waa but a plurality of appointmenti 
made id the manner stated, out of the scores of appointlnents which had 
taken place; that one or more of them had transpired months before, 
without the Counsellors either leaving office or remonstrating respecting 
tbeoi; that the salary attached to each but little exceeded the sum which 
the Gofernot Oemral baa given io a single subscription out of his own 
private parse; the lata advisers might have found it diSicult, npoo any one 
or more of these case*, to have justified their proceeding. They, thare- 
toro, kept them out of sight. Had the specification of them been favour- 
able to their objects, we should doubtless have had them in ample detail. 
But the indefinite and impoiiug term "AFFoiifTHBNTa^' served tbe purpoite 
of party better than the specificatioo of casei^ and tbe general and start- 
ling pbras^t " without an opportunity of tendering advic^" would be more 
afibctive than an DDsophistkated statsment of facts. On the former, a 
ptrty vote could be carried; on tbe latter, only an honest verdict could be 
expected ; and thus the character of the Governor General, no less than 
hia prerogative^ most be teeoadary \o parti/. 

I have not, however, done with this charge. I have shewn its indefi- 
niteneas, ita uaTairnosa, its injustice, its destitution of proof, its suapiciooa 
character; yet it baa been the rallying cry and the watchword of the party 
that invented it. I will, therefore, proceed to prove the impouibiUly of 
its truth. Hr. Hincka, in hia pamphlet in reply to hfr. Vlger, p. 13, aays 
— « Every member of the laie council was as well aware as the Governor 
can be, that it is ' physically impossible to make formal references to the 
council of every matter that cornea up for decision:' [quoting Sir Charles* 
reply to the Gore District CoancilJ" nor did any of them desire that any 
auch ^tem should be practised. Every act of the Governor, howerar, 
must be communicated by bis Secretary, and that Secretary should be a 
rappM&Ie nioMfaf , thoroughly acquainted with the policy of tbe admi- 
Diatntion ^ which he is a member, and capable of advising the GovRiiar 
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m enrj aaUgBtt not ofMAewDt impoKtnce to bo nAmd to AsCouieiU 
IT tha SeentHj neaanMnib any step prejudidal to Dm ateinMtr^Mb 
wkU, Tor hia earn nke ba voDld not do, his odlvagoiM of eonrae koM him 
iMpoiudUe to them." 

Such thefi ia the esposHion of the practical woikingin detail orRespoa- 
lible Govemineiit b; the p&rtj of the Ute Counsellora theaeeWefl. Now, 
em an appointment be officially made by the GoTernor-General except 
tbroagfa the Seeretaj^ of tbs Province — a membei of the Legislature, & 
n^oDttble advieer of the Crown t Tbey know it cannot — any more thaa 
the OoTemoi-Cisuenl can talk without a tongue, or see withont eyes. 
The PioTincial Secretary ia the keeper of the Proumeiai Stal, with 
which every eoninuBeion saust be stamped — the same as the Lord Chan- 
cellor it the keeper of the Great Seal of State in England. The Secift- 
tary** (dice ie the Budmta through which every official appointment must 
he made ; and the SecretBtyiB(tonseDe Lolme's woids) "the necessary 
uatrDmcat" by whom it must be made. 

Now, Boppose the Governor-General were to send an order to the 
Secretary directing him to afii the Provincial Best to « coraaisKDn for 
aa appointment reapeciiug which the Conncil had never been eonanlte^ 
and on which they had had no opportonity of tondering tbetr advice, the 
Secretary woald have (bar eouTses before him. He conld not pontivety 
dieri)^ ord«B ; but be could tender his own teiignatian, and reqse«t the 
Governor to appcnnt some other person to perform tiiat act ; or ha could 
go to hisExcellencyand advise and Temonstrate agaJDEt it; or he eonU 
affix the official aeal to it forthwith, for which be would he reaponnble to 
hia ci^eagaea ; or he could inform them, and tiiey eould either conemit 
to it, or go in ft body, or send one or more of their nnmbm to the Govep. 
nor, and tender thmr advice ageinat it. Taking, ihenfan, the extremeet 
and least favoanble view of the Govemor-OeneraTB mode of making aa 
appointment, it is ^a^ottibU for him to do it without giving hia Council 
an opportunity of tendering their advice according to the very working of 
the aystem of Responsible Government, as above explained by one of the 
late Counsellors. What is impoasibie cannot be true. Their charge, 
tberefote, against the Governor-General — their great charge^-their charge 
repeated ten thousand times — is shown to be not only undefined and 
onpioved, but uttwly groundless and false. 

Bat it baa been alleged by Mr. Hincka and others, that hia ExcellMtey 
has carried on correspondence wiLh individaals in the Colony, even on 
pablk aflkirs, through his Private Steretary, end not thraagh hia raspon- 
aible official Provincial Secretary. To give the adversaries every advan- 
toge they can ask, lei this charge be admitted in its fall axteat : and will 
flw Ugittnutte coDclnslon fh>m their charge be but a t^oof of what ^ 
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ChuiM ku compUiiMda^ tint the lata kdviK^ raa^e iaauait iseooH 
pytiUa with the iaviolablHieH of the pi erc^tlvo, tai ealcalAted to radow 
it to the offioeof KfMrty t«ol. Had not eMih of Ihelateadvijianayrwate 
u well u an q^ci'al cornBpmidmce 1 Did they not c»r; on their private 
swraipoadeoce, either in their owo hoBdwriling or iij means of a privato 
■ecretaryl Uid dot that private cone spoti^acQ often rsUte to public kSlun 
-•teefficea, coUegss, be. T Did not llwt private cotreapondence Bome- 
tUBM coDtain declufttionB, or, in common pwlaqce, pledgee, of what thef 
woald do in relatioo to particular eppointmeats <k meMiuesi to the utmoaC 
of their power 1 Had thej oot a right to this private cai'ieBp<MdHioe-w 
and that on an; subjoct, public or private, thej choose to write about t 
Tbcy mifht ezerciM that right iadiscreetly— w a man mght «at and drink 
iadiKre^y-^ut the right was tiiere, and the ezerciM of it wat a mailtar 
of their own concern, allhougb it might sumetimes prove ineoavenient 
both to the writer and his colleHgues. And baa not tho Governor-General 
a right equal to one of bia adviaera ! la he (bo only member of tlie 
government who has no right to express bis peTsonol views and feelings 
on any subject ? If anj member of the Council can even pledge himself 
to a particular act or measure to the utiuoBt of his power, cannot (be 
Governor-General do the eame — aJlhough the power of the latter, as well 
•a the former, may be limited b; conetitutional restrictions T Can any 
Counsellor write to whom and through whom he pleates, without the 
aanction or knowledge of the Governor-General ? and has bis Escelloncy 
no right to correspond with any body on any matter relating to the country, 
except through than J If so, then in this respect also, as well as in others 
that I have stated, they claim to be supreme, and make his Excellency 
•nbordinate. ' 

And this IB not alL They thereby deprive even/ nan in Canada of all. 
e|Mtolary cooununication with the Governor 'General, except through 
tkeaudvet. If even a stray letter should happen to find its way to the 
government bouse, without stopping for examination as to its orthodozyf 
at the Secretary's office, it would have to go there for acknowledgment, 
and conaequently for censorship. Here again their supremacy wouhl 
appear, both over the Governor and over every man — and every man's 
busineas in the country. And this usurpation on the one hand and degra- 
dation on the other of every man in Canada as well as tbe Governor- 
General, is dignified with the absurd name of " Responsible Government," 
and vice-regal non-acknowledgment of it is called an invasion of constitu- 
tional liberty! 

Hor even ia this all. The chairman of the Toiooto Associatioa (See 
i^obt Extra, PP- IS, 13, ) at a meeting held S&th March, exclaimed againet 
pcwms not Bupportsrs of tbe ad ministration having interviews with thft 
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Qtttmoi-Otim*!, utd igaiHt uijr bat Um " tb* Uwliiig mmben of thv 
nwjority rftbelif^Hlatim" tdnnnt with hii ExeaUeney ; md coiichidBJ 
bj decUrin^ that " he nniatained that noparmin had a rigkt to bo coa- 
mlted bj the Crowa bat the adwiimttratiom." It hu been sem thit tha 
Tight of iputolary communicatioD between the Goyemor-Generml and mj 
iohabJtAat of Cauadi, «icept throogh the ConnBellore, hu been denied ; 
The right of pertmtai intercoune between them U now ioterdicted neept 
through the Baiue channel. Thiu the Governor-Oeneral, like the Grand 
Luna or India, may be worshipped, but he must be approached bj the 
permiwion of the prieata who have him in cuitodj,and give forth aniwora 
of their dictation ; or, like in inmate of the Eingaton Penitentiary, com- 
nonicate neither verbally nor by writing with any pergon, except by the 
pormiifionand through the medium of hiakeepera. Ifthia does not imply 
an oligarchy — and an oligarchy <rf' the worst kind, over both the Cruwn 
and the people — I know not what aa oligarch; meani. 

Mr. Slice — an able eonatitational lawyer orQ,uebec, and repreeentatiTe 
of tbat city— argued in favour of the Govemor'a receiving the advice of 
the Council upon the same ground that a judge should bear both aides of a 
case. Mr. Bhtck said that the Goveiuor wouhl receive abundant informa- 
tion from varioue quarters on one side of a cas^— especially one involving 
aa appomtment^Jiis Council could give him the neceasarj information on 
the other side. But the doctrine of the late Counsellors would preclude 
and prohibit his Excellency from receiving any inforoiatian, either verbally 
or written, except what they might please to lay before him. He would 
thus of necessity, and therefore in fact, be a " loot " in tiie hands of hie 
adviaere. 

But even all this does not reach the tail demands of the Toronto Aaso- 
ciatioD statesmen. They require that the Governor-General shall CunsuU 
hit adviaera only after a certain modt. The chairman of that Aasociation 
•ays, "He maintained that the mode of anuuUaiion ought to be, by the 
heads (rf* departments going to the Governor, and saying what the country 
wanted, and what they recommended to be done. Not by the Governor 
going to the heads of departments, and telling them what he wanted to be 
done. (Loud cheers.) He (Mr. Boulton) had been a hundred times in 
Downiog-atraaV during the reign of several Sovereigns, hot be hod never 
known an inataace ofa King going there and giving directions as to what 
ha wMteddone. (Laughter.) No, the Minister goes to the Sovereign 
■ad aayi^ I propose to appoint such a person to office, and then the quee- 
tioa ii^ shall he be appointed by the Crown or not." [ Olobe Extra, p. 13.] 

Now, I have alao been in Downjng-elreet during tiie reign ot succeaiive 
SoTwdgns, and although I have never seea the Sovereign come there 
■ad give directions «■ to what he wanted to be done, I have kaewn eome- 
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Uting ■till mora •bockiiif to ths Ban-pnrofKtivs men of the Toronto 
AnocikUoii. I b*n (reqnentir koowa tbe Kin; to Mod to Downing;- 
■tree^ ud coomiDd headi of deputnwnt* to go to the Felaco, in order 
that be might tell tbein whet be wanted. I once Ind an sppojutowBt to 
meet a head of dopartmeot in Downing -street, and when I arrived et tbe 
appointed time, 1 wae toM that Uie King lutd eommandtd bia Lordahip 
down to Brighton— «tr(y mile* from London ! I recollect of hearing it mm 
a public FQinour in Kingeton Uct autumn, that the OoTemor-Generd very 
■eldom came down to the Council Chamber— in our Caoadiati Dowoing- 
- atreet— but that the heada of departmeeta were under the diaagreeaUa 
naceentj of going all the way to tiie Government House — upwards of a 
mile— whenever thej wished to " tell him what they wanted to be done." 
But had the Governor-General commanded them to go aixty milea, to learn 
what be wanted thera to do, what a deaih-blow would have been given to 
Responsible Goreniment, and what an address would have come f«tb 
ftom the Toronto Association ! 

Why, Lord Jobs RimsBi.t. himself— tbe practical and profound stateo- 
man, the patriarch of civil liberty— is but a novice compared with Iheet 
pant expoaitom of the Toronto Association— be is a mrae hopeleai heretic 
in thdr political creed than Bir Charles Uetealfo himself. Id the lata 
debate on the state of Ireland, Lord John Russell referred to her Mqestjr 
and her inrtrMlioiM in the following words : — "The Sovereign I have 
served — and a Soveteign nxwe anxious for the benefit and happineas oC 
tlieIri>bpeople,itwouldbeiinpassiUetoaerve. Never did I RECEITE, 
when I was in tbe office of Secretary of State for the Home Department, 
any INSTRUCTIONS FROM THE SOVEREIGN, bat auch as bespoke 
an eqaal regard for all herlrieb subjects — for Protestant, for Catholic, 
and for Preaby terian." Here Lord John Russell apeaka of recamng advice 
ftom his Sovereign — as well as of giving advice to her — nay, even of 
"recctpmgmsfmettansfrom the Sovereign," and of receiving iostmetioas 
not merely in respect to an appoiutnent to office, bat in reqiect to the 
principles and spirit of the government of all Ireland 1 

Tbe truth is, that in England statesmen of all parties, and the entim 
■atioo, cherish some regard for the opinions and wishes and fhelings of 
the Sovereign, and a universal determination to maintain unimpab«d the 
■aieguards of the throne. But while in England the Sovereign can even 
be the guest ofthe political opponents of the cabinet; in Canada he mnst 
not hear opinions from any but the " leaders of the majority," even at tho 
Government House. In England, the Sovereign can send for s miniat« 
even at the diatooce of sixty miles ; in Canada, he must not even go to t 
minister at his department. In England, the Sovereign can even give 
instmctiona to a sunioler ; in Canada, he must not even exptfss a want. 
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Nqr, he muet know no Wintl but those vrhidi hu idnMls ate St Aa 
expMniMid theleDgUiud breadth (^dieitnBtitB will be the iBtoresu of 
ftemeelvai uid their party. And this vf9 tre told ia British RespoBSibh) 
Goremment 1 And becsuEe 6ir CbUleB tf etoalfe will not bow dAWB to 
teii, he u to he impeachsd and OBtt&cised u un enwtiy to the eOMtittitiCA 
and petals of Canada, and driVM btnk {to use the exf^cssiro words et 
Captain Irring, iimd thseheera or iHe Toronto Aesoeiatiaa) "ialAretife- 
BMit in dear <M Et^and, where tgranU love >W fower," and Where "fc< 
Mitt wHAe untie*- Oe r^sraAiuuf rnnorse that b etwr ftytMlMf % o «M!m 
moHitor- «M oU Aon who duregani, or aanlonis *pon vM tt« hop^iMM ' 
*/" tMt- /sttste efeafM-«^ w troMpU on As rt^i <mu1 Kftsrlfax of Hum 
(key were «i(jWhntiif«fy ioMntd to j^ovtfn," [Load cheers.] 

There are several raiiror circumstances referred to in the stateroents of 
the late Counsellor^ which will be noticed when f come) in the next 
naniber, to di^ilsa the tonverte of the proposition discussed in this article, 
namely, "That the statements of his Excellency are fully Bustalned by the 
tastimony df his accasers and advernkries— especnily those of MeMrs. 
SuWvan, Utedie, BouItoD, and Brown (SiiUst of the Globe newspiper,)" 

I will conclude this namber with three general remuki. The rert w 
Will have seen, that I have judged the accusere of Sir Charles MeteeUb 
aut of their own n»uths. I have g^ren their elatemeuts and doctrines ia 
their own words, and examined the Import, truth, application, and leil- 
dency of them, upon the most obvious and unirersally receifed priociplea 
of tnie interpretation and aonnd evidence', and that on every g^and tbey 
ofre shewn to be unproved, unjust and unfounded. 

The second remark is, that if the Governor General be placed under the 
conSoement of all the bands and bolts and bars which the Toronto Asso- 
ciationists have forged and ineisted upon fastening aroend him, it can no 
longer be boasted that no slave lives under the British flag — that tliB 
moment he plants his foot on British soil his manacles fall ol^ and he is a 
free man. Canada will be an exception. There will be at least one slave 
in Canada— and that slave will be the nominal Representative of ths 
Brhieh Bovereign, 

"nie last remarlc relaMs to the duty of members of the House «f 
AssetnMy. I think It baa been made apparent in tiiis and the precei^af 
nnmber,thRt tbewhole proceedings oftbetateCoDDsellon^ in their rcrig^ 
nation and charges agslnst the Governor Genera^ were at utter TSriSiMA 
with British practice, snd that the proceeding of the house tImefbK wM 
ht^iilsT snd unprecedented, f sabtnit therefore to every bCMet sod 
patriotic member of the house, whether it is not his duly to employ hie 
tiest endeavours to have this whole afiair thoroDgfaIr invetRigated ; wbs- 
tiier a sdect cMnnnttee oUght not to be qipointed to eundiM Voa prMA^ 
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itinti«fBnUiif>Fim4iWMfl(«irpn«ticeliiaQcbc«iM; whoUur, ifttiaaid* 
tf procBSJiltg bs fooBd ta Imvb (wen unpwlituiieiitai;uid dugenm^ ^«t 
Ina ilweB done oqght not to be iMciodedi and the Ute dMoaellan bf 
nquite4 to prepwe^'a caw pr facts" on which the bonae might saTelj ag4 
juatlji dtKidS'; or whether a aelect cominittee ought sot to be ai^Munta^ 
vitb power to mu^ for penoiM and papers, to iD^oira intothe real wmai 
•Del aircunptaiicas of the late ministerial reiigaatioiifiUid report thertpOf 
Vbe nlahilitjof the throoe, the pti?ilegea of pailiament, the righta of tlM 
■*bjsoti the p«aco aod welfare of the countrj, demaiid the moat sMrchiny 
inveatigat^n ofthie wbc^ a&ir. Justice encl truth love the light pf aooii 
i»j; party dreads en; other light than the blaze of ita own organiiatio^t 
Jfi a calm, detennioed, impartial legislative inquirj into this whole quea? 
ttoa, I douht not but loiiuaderstaDdiDgs would be corrected, explanation^ 
gjien,and ooQceaeiani madei which would eroinentlj conduce to jvomot^ 
liqooundflerecoDQiltBtiona, eatabliah " unity, peace and concord," and heal 
the ww^idB of our biqeding country. Johnson has well aaidt "SiKpi^ 
bif^lW in mqUWl frailty, and ought to end in mntu^l forbeaiance." 
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Tbe TeT7 diieuBifoii of tiro rtcli prdpoattioas la aA aooAUdj iA tb< 
history of Responaible Govenmeiit. I know bOt df an iniUiice in the 
bJBtory of England, eince the Tevolution of 1681, of the Crown and ift 
ex-tdneen being at isaae before the nation on a atatMnent of beta. It 
IB incompatible with the first principles of R«^n«ble OovenmiMit. 
The exhibition of soch a scene in Canada should, therefor*, spe^ witit 
a Ihunder-lifce Toice to the entire population, that Mmething; is mdicallf 
and essentially wrong in the proceedings of the late Counaeltors-^that 
whatever may have been the merits or demerits of their administtation in 
other respects, they have in their proceedings with the Representative of 
the IJoveraign, indicted a more serioos wound upon the character of the 
system of Responsible GovernmeDt in a colony than baa ever yet been 
experienced in the history of Canada — not even excepting the ato|q»ng 
of tha Buppliea by the U. C. House of Assembly in 163S. And had not 
the conclusion, authorised by the unconstitational proceedings of the latA 
Counsellors, been paralyzed by the British and constitutional mode in 
which Mr. Howe and two of his colleagues proceeded in tberr reaignstieni 
in Nova Scotia, it is difficult to foretet what might have been the &te of 
the very system of Reaponsible Government itself in Canada. To place 
that unrivalled system upon a safe British foundation is one primary object 
with ma in this disnussioa. To write for or against any party in the 
Province is alien to my feelings, as well as unworthy of my chaiacter. 
I have never written for or against the appointment of any man or party 
to office. It is of no consequence to me what man or party is in power. 
All I hD.ve to do is with the fundamental prineiplee and constitutional 
spirit of out government. And when those principles and that spirit are 
violated by any party, or even any Governor, I will not hesitate to do, aa 
I have done throughout my public life, remonstrate against what is cOn* 
atilutionally wrong, politically dangerous, and merely unjust. 

I'he anomaly to which I have referred has been strongly felt by tho 
late Counsellora. Hence they have manifested no small degree of inge- 
fiuity and ^eal to conceal and auppresa it — to represent that tbe difference 
between the statement of the Governor General and their own was trivial 
: — that the two statements harmonized in every easential particular. And 
their own attestation on this ground to the '■ Protest" of Sir Chorlee 
Metcalfe, ia my first proof of the correctness of bis statements. Sir 
Charles Metcalfe denies the correctneas of their statements ; they 
acknowledge the correctness of bis. Tbe two parties do not assent to 
the statementB of the late Counsellors ; tbe two parties do assent to thft 
statements of the Governor General. His statements, therefore, an the 
only real wn«lt(ulioii()J''cseo of facts" before the country. What I that 
assert, I will now prove. 
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Itr. BiHAWiH, in hi* tpeeeh before the Toronla AnocnttioD, 29tlt 
Uuch, uttered the foUowlog wordiy u gina in the offieiat report t 
- Again, it had been «aid th(.t there bad been a diKrepucjr belween tbo 
aTAixmiTTS of Hr, LafoDtaiDe*fl note, uid that of tlie Hand of the 
Govenunsnt; but a careful penual of tboee docameDts will Bbow, that 
Madtfcr^Mncy mdata as to the rAcra alleged in thil note." 

Ur. Htmnu, in hia ngij to Mr. Viger's pamphlet, referring to the 
atatementa of the Gorernor General and hia late CounaelfoTe, eaj^— 
*'lhere is no difference with regard to ncrs ;'* and adds allerward^- 
" there is tui apparent, although no real di&erencG between the Governor 
Genersi and the lata Ministrjwitb regard to the 'stipulation,' which 
never could iiare exJBted h&d there been a responsible minister io Parlia- 
neot during the A'fciuiion, aa was full; expected when the explanalioni 
were made. As to otbbk fointb tuers is ho piSPCTB." (pp. 10, IJ.) 

Thwa addoBsiona of Messre, Baldvin and Hindu are proof demon stra- 
tite of the correctness of Sir Chatlea Metcalfe's statement of FACTS. 
Indeed, Hr. Hincks admits tliat there is no real difference between the 
Goremor General and hia late Counsellore as to the " tlipvluHoa" which 
kaa been BO Instil; denied by the Toronto Aasociationists and their organs; 
and that " ss to the other points there is no dispute." 

Messrs. Baldvin and HincW alleged harraoay between the statement 
of/i(«(«b]r the GorernorGenemL and his iateadriserB, is not the question 
now nnder consideratiDO. Of that every reader can judge, who has 
perused the precedin^f (third) nnmber of my present argument. In their 
statement of facts, they made several allegations against the Go^FernoI 
General wtiich I hare shewn were not only denied by his Excellency, bnt 
were unproved sod unfounded. They now tell us very gravely that there 
was no difiiirenee between their facts and those of Sir Charles Metcalfe j 
It it thus that they not only contradict themselves, but become the unin- 
tentional and conclusive witnesses of the integrity of hit Excellency' $ r*CTS. 

Their very attempt to claim company with his Excellency in their 
statement t^faett, is not only a refutation of their charges egsinat-him — 
not only a testimony to his statement of facts — but argues their own 
. conviction (^ the fatal consequances to the tonttitvlionalily of their whole 
explanatory proceedings did any discrepancy exist between their facts 
and those of the Governor Geneml. The existonce of that discrepancy 
I have shewn in a variety of particulars— and those particulars, too, of 
fLindamentaJ importance. The late Counsellori^ therefore, stand con- 
demned, themselves being judges. 

Both Messrs. Baldwin and Hincks hare attempted to make a distinction 
between the <* facU aUeged" in the ststsments of Sir Charles Metcalfe 
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aU hit lu* adviMM lod th«r na^tottiTC "•fci*^^ mod ''n^lMatim," 
Mi "orgmuHir." Hr. Bkldmn mj»-~''Tim» u, isdeai, UickdiA* 
ntew ia tlw view! of the rMpeetir* pviliea, but that wm whittled !«&• 
dJUuptioo-Uho Head of the GovenmsM proteating againn < te mftt* 
AatibB,' not againdt the esiatence of aay fust atated by Mr. LafoBtaiMf** 
we oIm piotest agaioEt his ExcrilsDoji'a ezplaDation." Ht. Hinaka aajai 
that the answer of his Excellencj to thBex-Counsellon, "i» not a ptoteat 
againat espianaUaDi beiDg made, but aggdnet the argvmetiii made oae of 
hf Mr, I^DDtaine and hta colleagues." 

Row, I would Bsk any man of eoniDioD aeoae — anf, any boy that can 
read Engliah — what the " explanatioo" and "argumentB" of the late 
adviaera cooaUted of but a ttattmeiU of faeU ; and what a " proteaC* 
against that " explanation" and those " ugumeota" was, but a denial 6f 
ttat stateinait of facts 1 The late advisers bave asserted long and load, 
tet tbey resigned upon ceitain facta, and yet they teH na that a proUat 
againat their explanation is Dot a protest against any toetattied bylhMnl 
Fr6M Urt Mnte in which Mr. Hincfca appears to use the woffd 'arga- 
ih«Dt^" we are left to infer that ihe expUmtion «f the lataadvieen ooa< 
rarted «f a atring of ayllogisms (ourtous materials for an aXptaastioD of 
Acts !], and that Sir CboHea Hetealfe protested against the matBriala 
•mployed is the explanation, but not igaiDet an explanation being made. 
It ia by such BoleciunB—thay do not rise to the rank of eo^iamo— that 
tbe aceuaers of Sir Charles attempt to enlitt the poblic against him. 

Ur. Baldwin says, the "diSbrence in the tn'euw of (Ae respective parties 
led to the disruption." "No one doubts this. Of course no disruptioil 
would have taken place had no difference of views existed. But that ta 
not the question. The three-fold question is, first, what statement ct 
views did his Excellency consent that his late advisers shoald nUJce 1 
t have shewn in the second number of these articled) that be Ad not 
aathoriae them to make the statement which they made, and that their 
doing H without each authority is fraught with dangerous consequenoea. 
The MOond qnestion is, was their atatemeDt of allegations proved T I 
teve shewn in the third number, that it was neither proved, nor trMw 
TM third qaestion is, la bis Sxcellency'a statement cotrect 1 I hava 
adduced Messrs, Baldwin and Hincks as witnesses as to the naexoeptkn- 
able aecuNey of its facts. 

Were I addreaaiog a jury of twelve men in a court of jUltiCB, I might 
eonfidently rest the whole case here ; but addressing, aa I am, the jttry 
ot the country through the press, I will proceed further, and Botiee Bit 
GtiK^m Metealf^s statamaits in detail, as I hate Oose oT hfa lata advtMrs. 
Hte lEfXeBUency'B general etatemeat k eoiilai«d in Uka AllowlBg WMda i 
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«*Th8 flbfe mof -QMBmi protests agwiiHt tha axplfctiatloB wikh Aom 
gVKtteaan pn^oBC to ofito to FarliNiHDt, as onrittitig tBttidj tbe ftchul 
add prarainent cireutDBtBneea whidi led to their resigmtioD, ind (u o<)V- 
tayii^ lo ParUMnent a migapptelMiiiJon of hia BoDtiments and inteiftkHi* 
vUah bare im fonndatiaii in soy part oF hia conduct, unleaa bia reruwl to 
Kake ■ virtual surrender of the Frerogalive of the Crown to tbe Council 
Ibr party porposea, and hii aoxietyto do jaitieeto tboie who were injurad 
by tiM amngemrata attending tho Udidd, can be regarded as wartaatiog 
neh a rspreoentolioB, and which is calculated to injure bim withont jut' 
cwtae. In tho opinion of the Parliament and people, on whosa confidence 
he places tiis sole reliance for tbe euccessAil odministrtitioD of tbe Govetii> 

I Imts already enmined the late advisers' r^reMotation Of t)ts Exosl- 
tudjr'B "aentimentB and intentioDs" in neTciai rrspects. Hia Elzeellency'* 
statement Uat they had "omitted theactiwland proasiaent ciimimslsnf aa 
which led to their redgnatioti," has never, as Ear as I have read tliair 
NpeeduB and writings, been denied by aay one of thens. On tliia moat 
important point tbey have been profoundly silent ; and well they aii(bt 
be, OS will soon appear. 

Let ne now consider " tbe actual and prominent drcuRMt«DC«a ti4dCh 
)ailt»Uieirres)gmfion," as Slated by tbe GoTemw-CloiHrral. HiaEzeal- 
Hnej sayB— ^On Friday, Mr. Lafontaine and Mr. Baldwia csne t* tb» 
GovennneBt House, ftnd after some other nntters of busineM, and aeia* 
jmliiniEnry remarks as to ^le course of their procesdtng, deneaded of 
tbe Goremor-General that he should agree to make nft a^qioiMtatnt, tai 
to oflbr of tia appointment, without premoely taking the adfice of tfew 
Council ; that the IibIb of caodidaceB shoeid in eveiy inetanee be laid hefolw 
Ae Council ; that they should recommend any others at disorcrUoB ; tai 
that tlie GoTemor'General, in deciding, after taking (b«r advices shenM 
■at ttiahe any appointment prejudicial to their influence." Thi« d«ma>d, 
as a whole, tbe Qoveruor-General interpreted as implying " that th« 
pati^DBge of the Crown should be surrendered to tbe Council for tba 
purdiase of parliamentary support." To this demand, " The Govcf nor- 
Goieial replied, that he would not make any such stipulation, and eoald 
Mt degrade the character of ikis office, nor violate bis duty, by such » 
■BtreBder of the Prerogative of the Crown." His EzceUeecy's/«ci« an 
admitted by Heaars. Daldwln and Hiacks—lhough Ifaey do not like Ua 
iatoipretation of those ftct*, namely, that they involve '< tbe surrender of 
Ibe fatioBage of tbe Crown to tbe Council for the porchaae of paitia- 
BMMa^ support." But how many of those facte did tbe late ConnssUeM 
aM» in Ihetr parliameniatT " azptanation 1 " Tbey stated only om^ aal 
■lUtid tba oiheM, which his Bxcallency dedans ware "the niouw 
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«Ui]Cei which led to their ram^ation." Thftt they itated bat one of 
thew facta in their ezpluiatioii, is clear) not on!; fTom so examinaticMi of 
it, but from the resolution of the Hoase of ABsemblj foanded apon it, 
whieb ezpreased " the deep regret felt by this Hoom at the retireraent of 
certain membera of the Provincial Administration, on the quatioMoftliar 
right to be eoiutUted on what this House unhesitatiHgl; avows to be the 
Prerogative of the Crown, — appoiDtments to office ; and further to asaure 
his Excellencj that their advaeacy of Hda prine^e entitles them to the 
confidence of this House, being is atiict accordance with the principlei 
embraced in the Resolutions adopted bj this House on the 3rd September, 
1841." 

It will thns be seen that the late adviaera pteseuted their claim to the 
confidence of the Hous^ not upon the rocommendations which they had 
made of certain peraong to office, but upon the " queatiou of their ri^t to 
be consulted ;" not upon their advocacy ofa certain kind or tine of policy, 
bat upon their alleged advocacy of a certain jtruidjiU, which his E«cel- 
leaef (the other party in the " case of facts," avers was never a subject 
of dispute. 

Now, before ezaminiDg minately the seveml facts embraced in his 
Excellency's statement, I must make a remark or two on the /allaej/ of 
the kind of omiasioni which the Governor-General alleges against the 
•zplanalion of his late advisers. A good writer on hiatorical inveatigation 
renark^ that " a statement of facta is fallacious when any of the alleged 
&cta are not true — when it inclndea facta not relating to the subject — 
and when important facts are omitted. This last error is most freqaently 
exemplified in those cases in which facts are collected on one aide of a 
question, or in support of a particular doctrine. To the same ctaaa we 
may likewise add those iastancea in which alatements are received as 
facts, which are not /acts, but qpiniom." 

Into every one of these four kinds of fallacies have the late Counsellors 
fallen in their " eKplanatioo." They drag in certain alleged " opinions " 
oftheGovernar-General, whichhe denies, and which, did they exist, have 
BO more to do with the working of the system of Reeponaible Government 
tiian the colour of his Excellency's hair. The syatem of Responsible 
Government requires that every appointment to office abould be made 
through a responsible minisler. While there is a responsible minister 
who keeps the seal of state, — while every commission must be stamped 
by that seal, and consequently endorsed by that minister — there is Reapon- 
■ibte Government, whatever may be the opinions of the Bovereiga or 
Governor as to its excellence or folly. The system of Responaible 
GorerDmeDt is no more depending upon the opinion or will of the Sova- 
nign than it is npoti the light of the moon, or the opinion of any other 
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litdJvldul In the retlm. Sir F. Head dealed thftt any other individual but 
himwlf wu nxpoDuble for any act of bis govarnment, and affirmed that 
tie was reapoDuble to t|^ Imperial authority aloae. Here was the denial 
of local RespoDBibte Government. Sir Charles Metcalfe affirma throagh- 
ont that Ilia adviaere are leaponsible to the repreaeutativea of the people 
of Canada for every act of his goveinment Tclnting to the internal a^ra 
of the Province, and that thete advisers should possess the confidence of 
Parliament. Here is the CBaeoce of Responsible Government, whatever 
may be the Govemor-Genenl's or any other man's opinion as to its vittuee 
or vices. la thus luggiDg in certain slleged opinions of (he Governor 
General (but disclsimed by him,) in a professed statemeot offsets relative 
to their own proceedings, and in msking irrelevant etstements shout those 
opinions, "public rumors," Sic., (he late Cou&BeUors fell into the lettmd and 
/ourth of the above mentioned fallacies. In resting their case upon a slate' 
ment denied by the other party, snd therefore unsupported sa a fact by any 
evidence, tbey are guilty of the first mentioned fallacy. In "omitting 
iraportsut facta," they are chargeable with the third kind of fallacy. To 
(he two last mentioned fallacies I. now invite the readet's attention. 

I have heretofore proved, that it was unponiUe for the GovemoN 
General to make appointments in violation of the principde of Responsible 
Goremment, as long as he bad a responsible Provincisl Secretary, and aa 
long as that Secretary was the keeper of the Public Seal of the Province. 
I have also adduced His Excellency's denial that he had ever deviated 
froln that principle ; and now, (coneidering each part of bis statement 
separately,) in reference to that particular of bis statement in which he 
says, that the late Counsellors "demanded of the Govemor-General, that 
he should agree to make no appointment, and no offer of appointment 
without previously taking the advice of tbe Council." " The Govoinor- 
Goneral replied that he would make no such stipulation." They allege 
to the House of Assembly, that tbe Governor-General has denied them 
the right of consultation ; and the house, on that statement, (denied, be 
it remembered, by His Excellency,) adopts s resolution of conSdence in 
them, "on the question of their right to be consulted on sppointmente 
to office." This is their whole case. Let the fallaciooEoess of it novr be 
exposed, — tbe statement of His Excellency established, and bis conduct 
justified. 

In tbe first place, their demand exceeds what is required in tbe practJcft 
of Responsible Government. They demand that no step shall be token 
in regard to an appointment, without His Excellency igreelng first to 
eoneult his " Cochcil ;" whereas, Responsible Government, (according 
to the interpretation of Mr. Hincks, which I quoted in tbe lost nmnba^ 
and oeeording to other authorities, which I shall give in another plaee,^ 
nqurea, that he shall consult a lUgfontOU ^Riuter^ 
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Ib the second pbce, the; demanded wbftt no UioMen o' Uisiatar of tilt 
OrawB have eror demuided or the Soveraign, ainae the MttbliaagMat of 
XaipoiuibleGaTMBment iuEpgluid, ia 1688. Tbey Monot addiKC ai 
initsDce of ft Minister ever haviDg asked the BovereigQ to give aodit 
pMfe or uiurance, m they demanded ofthe GoTsreor-GoneraL Iode«4 
ia iJl their BtatementB and speeches end doclanutieD on thia ndijeett they 
have not, to my knowledge, addaced a ungleprecAfMt in juatiSoetiaa nf 
■Dch a procedure. Tbej aseert man; things, but the; prove nothing. 

In the third place, their demand implied the confesnim of what Ai 
Governor-General denied aa a fact, and what involved the degradatien of 
Ilia character and office. Suppose, Mr. Reader, that yoa wera living oB 
tarns orrriendlj and confideniial intercourse with a neighbour, asd had 
been ao living for a long time; and that that neigfaboar riioaM teat 
to 70U, and ask 70U to enter into an agreement or explicit undentatiAig 
with him, that ;oa would neither slander nor defraud him ; trbat wonU 
you think of his propoml or demand T Wonld jod accede to it t or we«d4 
yon tell bim that if your past conduct did not aflbrd him aoffietsM 
aaaorance of yeur integrity and honesty, 'you had no secuKty to give : 
•Md, beams* yoa would not agree to such an msulting and ^giading 
prrpnaal. would he be justified in re[weeenting yea M a calumnialar aad » 
legua 1 So, the tate CounsellOfB go to the GoTemor.GeneTal, wd malM 
B:ilaa>and or prapooal that he waald agree to what be declares *<1m Ini 
bilfaMla pnened withont deviation," and beoaosa he nruaes to eenply 
SFfth thaii demand or propoaal, they refmaent bim aa advwae to tfan 
■jrtSM (f Rcaponsibia Government, and ask a vote of the honae nd of 
the coootiT to support them, for soeh an " advocacy of that principle." 

Bat, let 'Uie reader take a well-known f^t, instead of a supposition, u 
an illustration, There is, perhaps, not an old resident in Canada who 
does not well remraaher the celebrated Alibr Bill ; — a bill which 
required all persona who had ssttled in Canada since 1733, to take the 
oath of allegiance within twelve months, on pain of forfeiting tbeit 
privileges as British aubjocts. What was the people's interpretation of 
the demand or proposal contained in that bill 1 Would they accede to it 1 
Th^ were told that no good subject would object I0 taking the oath of 
allegiance to his Sovereign as of^en aa it might be required : — that it was 
neeesaaiy on several accounts. Did they believe sach reasoning t Did 
they not declare, with an ardour and an enthoBiaatic determinatioD which 
Aifiee deacription, that they would never take an oath which implied, thaC 
fliaj were all attens to a government to which they had already awoia uit 
leny prefitwed allegiance— that tb^ wonid never submit to sneh si 
ttgaUUitta of their character ud rights 1 Did tiiej not m^e their voiea 
kMva lacTOM the Atlaatic, to the disallowance of thehflll AndiiKr 
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-Chariea Ustcttlfo to be deneoiMed or honomed for acting upon tba nino 
IDMPlriiel Haif ctJledHpon taeipiieHB,mapecoUuaii4uiipTee«dei)Ud 
toai|.'lri« ■UepMco toft BjBtem which hoftvows he "haa hitherto pomied 
wlthMt-defiatioD, and to which it ig futly hia intention to adhere ;" uid 
-hii.nAHBl thuR to. degrade liis character and office, ie interpreted u 
pw d ioat hoaUlitj to that Bjatem of Gavemment, How did the 
<t p o up nta of the alien, bill like auch an interpretation of their refuml to 
«pai]d7 with- the " atipubdions " of that measure T It iabjiuch a fallacy 
aad Hch i, prooeediBg Ihat the late Conniellors have songht to penraado, 
tbe .people of Canada that the Governor- Gieneral is an enemy of thg 
ntabliihed system of Canadian Government, and that they are ita patriotic 
defenders ! Whereas, in reaiating such a causeless and unprecedented 
demand, he consulted what is due to tite character and rights of (ho 
Sovereign, as much oa did those who reaisted the canselesa and unprec»- 
dented demand involved in the Alien Bill, consult what was dae to tha 
d^aractet and rights of the subject. 

"Then, as to the "actual and prominent circumstancea which led to 
iUir rengmtJOD," which His Excellency says his late Advisera had 
cntiTCly omitted. He says, the; demanded "that the lists of candidates 
'riMttId,' in every Inatance, be laid before (he Council." Tbe; say nothing 
ibMt thiedemand in their explanation. Did they make it t Mr. Hineb^ 
Irhis reply to Hr: Tiger's pamphlet conrsases that they did make thta 
AHnAd. He says, "Therefetence to the tiata of candidates naa called 
fiH*. Tbe abject was that these lists should bo deposited with tbe respoa- 
Mlt Secretary of tbe Province, and not with the Private Secretary to the 
Covemor." Is there anything in the resolutions of September, 1841, 
wtnclf inthorizea such a demand! Con a precedent for it be'fonndin 
'■■Huh histoPT * la the name of any iodlvidoal the tightHil property of the 
Okandl, nnlesB tiiat individoal choose to make it so ? Is the Governor* 
CKner^,' my* more than any other maji of honour, at liberty to make luo 
OT lh« mme and communicatioiiB of an individaal, to any greater extent 
Ifaan may be aothorized by Uiat individual T And may not many an 
■MHiiMt, for many reasons, not wish to have his name bronght undw 
tbe notice of the conncil at all, except by the sanction of the Govemor- 
QtneMl t Hay not many an individual desire that bis name may i)ot be 
IMn^t before the Council, or under the notice of the Governor, ontesi 
Wcommended by a certain Counsellor, to whom he may address a piivato 
ml confidratial communication 1 Whatever may be said as to the 
WnveBieDce of such a practice, it is perfectly clear that itisnot a*iii«jw 
iNMr in' Responsible Government ; and that auch a demand eould not be 
iiAMed to without the sacrifice of individual rights, apart from any 
orawdnntiom of Prerogative. Hereis a demand which, beyond doubt, 
H 



•< Mlled opM tiM HMd of the GsreniMBt to ntv IjrtD aitiH»'">«* *> 
tb« t«KM npea whteb K praniKial BUHstry n^ dMn it latldUt dlbw to 
Booept sr oontiiHM in office "■«« demud whkk Uw How* fciililiiii* ii 
■.negmlivo rorm, is the wordijoat quoted. TUedenMndabopeintetS'tto 
wsamptttm on which I dwelt ia ib» pnee^Mg Dniabar,->4ha A* iMsCovi- 
Mdlon wiebsd to «at off ell coammiiicatioB betmen the OoMmm-OlMnl 
and ttf iodividml In the Protinee, tactft tbroogh tb«nedfM ft-ftm 
mekitig be Crown h "to^" and ufnisiiv ott MnUari ilghiK Aalki 
■tetHuent ofnieh B denand did not eMww tfaair pupeM^ tlwy etaMUd il 
in their " oa^amtion." 

Again, His ExcellenC7 Mfi that "He appealed to the hinqbOT of 
appointmente made by him on the recommendation of the Cooiidl, « the 
tnemben of it in their departmental capacity, and to inataxcea id wUiili 
be bad abstained frora conferTlng appointmenff on their oppdbenli, lie 
fluniibing proofii of the conaderation which he had evincod towardi th 
CouDcil in the diitribution of the patronage of the Crown." Here 'the 
GoTeraorJSenerat atatee aereral important &cta. U ewra. Baldiria and 
Hinctu admit hia stateDient of /oe^ Yetsototteof tbaee facta benp 
•lladed to in thdr "ezplanatioa." Ho ; titdi (keta were rather ineonn- 
niontf aa well bb itubboru thingi, in their explanation, Thej did nat* 
tber^re, eonaideT them (to oee Mr. Hincka' worda) " neceaaarj fot tbair 
complete jiutiGcatien." Fran theee facta it ^peara >~l«L That tbft 
principle on which the patrooage of the Crown ooght to be diatiibntMl 
was a pnwiiDent topic of diacusaion betweea His Excellenc j and U» lata 
Adviaers ; whether it ihonld be confined to one party, (the old eaelniBf* 
doctrine of high Canadian uLtraiam, and now adopted hf the late co<ib>4 
loia ;) or iriiether, aa Ur. Howe, of Neia Soetia, declara^— " Tk* 
SoT«eign ia bound to beotow alL officee for the geoBnl good, witbMt' 
leferenee to party." But this vitally important ^oeatioD— the mf 
eaaeooe of thefirat "aatagooiam" between Uie Govemor-^nenl UA 
hia late Coansellon, aa I ahali beraafUr prora oat of theu own n 
this qaesti(M( on which th^ now dwell with the atioBgeet ei 
ipteation so largely debated betwaen the Goveroor-GenarBl and limn , 
th(t7 ^i^ "o' ^v^" mention it in their explanation— they kept it eatMj 
oBt— "it wu notneoeiaaiT for their complete joatification "—41 njgbt 
have censed their coaiplete condemnation. ■- It ajao efpeaie tnm .Hi> 
EsccUenej's atatemeot, that he had evinced the utnoat fqprd to (hf 
lecommeDdatioos of the council in making and in abBtainiag fron — ^tfiy 
appointmenta ; the inauncea in wliich hia own jodgoMnteongMlled In* 
to diasent from their advice aj^tear to have bean << few aad fiu b^ m m i ^ 
_jet all thia did not Htiafy the demand* tf party ambilios, wlang*** 
Moideeai, not paying the deairsd honaage, owild now tad thM> IM 
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aMi «ad riinl»mitf to «M«ikt)id Awn •U bopt </ 1 tnonel ■« Om fait^ 

W itlgmki i i M " « iMdartMdhy,&t tk* aflneoM rf dim parly (aMl tt»» 
fMlf Mnf JMdfe) 'BboaU be tto nlo (if Bejnl MtioBj-^tkna palfaf fiMi 
Ita ilMMdibe «n>wB «r ita ownffM^fnMj, ihI Iben told t^ftt it might 
BUroMA diKMtm), vtdiiaj of cdoms, tbe iut« of iam own eiiid«)i^ 
««8«gaiiMtti to tbe «o«tnr}', m I rtsU haMBftor AamaMrmte. But tfaoM 
GMria Mt bsiag "mooMHuy iivtbo eamplsto jnitifioaticM " ff tbalatt 
Ow— ril aw " althwigti «M«wUii to * "can of facta' mn aHqgtAkm 
onittsd by tben ia tbm sxpisutita. S. Lutli', it U devtiom Ufa 
Bynri l mjy '.a aJwittad.gWeaiBot oT/oet^ tbat tlmm weia two matboda of 
Wtldityijpoi ntn ii Mi ta IB og e e - th at thiMB two iaatl»diwBr8ywww4igit^ 
^AOMunBoesortbolatccoaiuellDrailtieow "otioccaMUHof Adq^wU 
4p|)iulwiK^" ij the tscommendatioaof thecouopil— 4ivltha»tfteii pnt 
'f* on joraulou aT ■4a^H°'H^ importance " by thA recoouBendttioD of 
^ «4w i Dumhen ^ the coumili in tbair departmenW upwitf ;" » 
4iiliUicttOB Rhich waa zatAe bj Sir Cbarfe* Uatc^lfe, ia his reply to (Jm 
•UnfaAfthe Gore Distriot Council--^ dietinction w^ich baa ever aioce 
n .tte oj^oaitiga mtobword of the TonHito AaBocIatioi part^-^^t s 
n which the lata ConQaallarf tbemielves acted ! 



Rb Ibodlency atMea, likewla«^ tlie fbttowug faetii-'J*'We at the 
Mnatlmfl objeetefl, aa he lilwaya had done, to the exdaure dCMtibotioa 
orjMtrM^ witt poty ViewB, and maintalDed tfaa prEndpl^ thattAh;* 
MfUiJlievety inatancfl, tobegirra to the man beat^aalifiaii to nn^ 
•Aci«atMnrioM to Ute State; Andwbaretbei«»Mi>o«uchjinr«aiBMC% 
tuB ncht to eiurdae bi« diacietion." Theae /att* ba ft 
re admitted tgrMeMre. Baldwin aadifiocki. Lsttheraadtr 
ir import. Tbay plainly imply that « the bx^uuts distdhn? 
twn af jiatioutga with gaitf mw« " bjid hem donwided f for Hia 
jgyifiiliwy "o^tetei" toit^-whicli becoald not lwr«4oM) Md't^m* 
iNiaB BO dsmaad. Qf this 4«>>oad, aU^ the iate Adviaera, in ibajr 
)Hpfafi«<in^, gave the Houae no inron&alMn. This sutemen^ iikevin^ 
M««UMionfi4lraa4y9nol«^cI|Baifyshama that the pnacipto ^on wJiioh 
it* p^tronajpa ai the .CnowJi riunld he dtstiibated, wm ■a.lwdJBg, if net 
Iba la«di«g tcgacoT idiaoMatoa betHoan the iGovunor-GeaenU end bt« 
Jute CouiMUorvHan which they ohsenrad a.doath-Ukeail«n«eintbeic 
etpUnilion, atpeafcuu: aaly «f their jiybt ^£ «ounltifion wJwh iUm 
Chnratwu-GeBenlaara Jiane«er ^nied. 
IHiCiBKerilaneyntateafDithiaaaan, tbat-" TbiS»ortnor«:diBlirict prapO' 
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-4««<bat Ktwari timog at f)i« now pmpoM, Wtriel^ in ku opUtm, IT 
•QMMipliited, would have been B Tirtut Nrrender mto tlw liftadff vftiia 
CMmcil ef lbs pnmgttive of the Crown." TfaJB u uMtiierfket idiaHM 
bf MMam BaldwiD and Hinclu, bat of which nothing wu oaid hi 4w 
•spluwtion. Ur. RiDchs, in hit reply to Hr. Vtger, qnotea ttiia pwi(;i«|di» 
wd fotukda on it the followiog Bingalar conclaBion : "Nothing aai mm 
dearly show ihtt the mtniiitera were not very tenactonB Kbotit the adop- 
IJMi of their own BnggeBtioDs," It appeus from these word* of Hr. 
UiBok^ th&t the late advisers had the amamDg libenlity to propose thiM 
distioct propodtions, and even in diffhrent terms, provided th^ coidd 
•eeomplidi the self-sanie purpose, of obtBining " a lirtBal sonender into 
the hands of the Council of the prerogative of the Crown." 
' I next Bolicit the reader's Bttentjon to the/octr contained in the foUotir- 
ing pBTBgraph of the Governor General's answer to bis late ConnseUorlt t 
" In the course of the coDversBtions, which both on Friday and Satnrdsj 
followed the explicit demand by the Council regarding the patronage of 
the Crown, that demand being based on the construction put by Mme't^ 
the gentlemen on the meaning of Reeponsible Government, dillbrent 
opinions were elicited on the abatract theory of that still undefined qoAi- 
tion, aa applicable to a colony, — a subject on Which considerable dfflbrence 
of opinion is known every where to prevail ; but the Governor GenenJ, 
during those conversations) protested against its being supposed that he 
JB practically adverse to the working of the syBtem of Be^raosiUa 
OoTemment which has beoi here established, which he boa hitheilo 
pursued without d^ymlioa, and to nkkkit it fiilty hit MaUigtt la aji^re." 
I beg the reader to mark distinctly the facte stated in the paragraplt 
thus quoted— /ocl^ he it recollecled, which have been admitted by MesBrs. 
B^dwin and Hincks. The Sretfact referred to by the Govemor-Oenenl 
for the third time, (and which he says in another place "became the jirfit- 
c^mI topic of discuesion" on Saturday,) is " the explicit demand tnade'by 
&e Connci) regarding the patronage of the Crown." The second /Im!* i»i 
that that demattit was " based on the eontlruction put by lonte of the' gen- 
tletnen on the meaning of RetpoTuible Ooeemmait." I ^all heresfW 
•bow, that in this last mentioned fact is involved all the myitery which 
for a long time hung, and to some extent etill hangs, over the questiona 
at issue between tiie Govornor-Greneral and hia late Councillors. Partly 
i>om a " pressure from without," explained in Mr. Parke's letter to one 
«f his constituents, and partly from other conjectural causes, they hav* 
introduced a new element into the system of Responsible GoveniinenU— 
an element which I will prove they did not pretend twelve mondts ago 
formed any part or.pBicel of it— «n element which invests it withall tha 
4*nj[OT which its opponpnta have always ascribed to iU->«n elenient whioh 
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tiothwitWiththecbwaetef oT otd bi^h party excIuMon uit di 
tammi «f tb« atuibute of (to use Lord Durham's worda) '■•qnal urf 
tmpHtial justice to aJl clasBCi trf' her Hajestj's aabjects "-^m demait 
KgfMDst tbe intradaction and surges of which Sir Charles Uetcalfe faaa.aet 
hfs ftcfl with tha finnnesa of the waTe-beaten rocks of his natiTe isle, 
- wfatla he retaiDB all that waa ever acknowledfred b; Sir Charles Bagot, all 
tbat waa contemplated in the resolDtJona of September, la41, all that if 
compatible with the safety of the Crown io Eoglaod, or ita aopreraacyia 
Canada — an eleoient which plucks from the Crown its prerogative oT 
patronage without its ovn consent ; which makes it a " tool " instead of 
an umpire — an inatrument instead of an agent — a slave instead of a Save- 
nigo. Before I shall have completed the present discussion, I purpose to 
inalce the all-important fact h«^ alleged, aa plain and as unqueHtionable 
ai that two and two make four. It will then be seen tbat it waa this mw 
element, and not Reaponsible Government proper which formed the point 
of "autagoniam" between Sir Charles Metcalfe and bia late advisers — Ihii 
new wheel in the old and long worked machinerj. 

It ia not snrprisiiig, therefore, when an anbeud of " demsBd, taMi 
llj wotOB of the gentlemen on the meaning of Responaihle Govarnmeal,'* 
was nsde, that the Govemor-Ganeral should apeak of "the abstntot 
theory of that still nsdefined question, as applicable to a colony"—* 
remark which though guarded by his Excellency in a way that cannot by 
any decent criticism, be tortured into a suspicion that "he ia practically 
advene to the working of the system of Responsible Government which 
has been here eatabllshed, which he has hitherto pursued without deviatioi^ 
and to which it ia fully his intention to adhere" — haa nevertheless been 
•eised npon by the q>eechifyiog portion of the late advieera and the 
Toronto Aaaociationiata, and interwoven with the entire texture of their 
" still undeGned " vocabulary— though Mr. Wii.i.u>i Hdkb Blak^ Pro> 
feasor of Law, and champion of the Toronto Association, declared in his 
memorable Warren Hastings speech, that Responsible Government itself 
ia not only on undefined, but an und^iuMe question. Yet the unqualified 
declaration «rf' Hr. Blake ia perfect orthodoxy, because he ia of the party ; 
b«t the qoalified remark of Sir Charles Metcalfe, made In a- partienlar 
wuMxion and in raference to a peculiar interpretation, ia abiolate here^r, 
haaanae he ia not of the party! Such is the spirit of party— a creatpre 
too muUitudinouB in its members to admit of the motal influence of in^ 
vidoal reBponaibility,.and too heterogeneons in its materials to warrant 
fka hope of cuwistaney. 

■ ^anohtlien are the tacts of SirCharlee Metc^e'a atatsmoDt, whidi 
■ra admitted by Heasrs. Baldwin and Hincks, and denied by none of ttatr 
•otleagnea. I will now examine the most important, and the only diaputed 
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JM alliikd kr hii ExoothDcr. H* mjv ^t tba IM OonMlkli 
"JtMrnmiHl Aal IIm ehMnur-Otwrml AmU ogrie, Ouri n tM kgt 
fifttr Ukutg On'r mMm, Ic imM Mt Mdb oitji ^ ffu ci ft w wf J>t^^^J i^i ■ l 
li Arir wUfamM." The GoTWiiar-G«B«nl comdAumk thh h eqd<(idBat 
tnmfp^Biag " Aat At pitn^tagf t^fth* Crow% tfcmiM is witmndend U 
Ae CotmcU/tr tt« jmrduut Q/parUamatimry rapport," ud MpUed, •*•« 
4te «M*M not HMibs any mefc ittpWottMi, Miit cokU wt itgra^ lb dorM* 
■*?- q/" Ui {^c, nor motote Ut I'l^y if «HiA a »urrM4fer e/ Aa pnrfgoJiM 
'^Af Oounu" 

It abould be remuked that Sir Cbarleg Metcalfa <lMa not call thii 
doBUid a " alipulolioD " in the legalg or iry ou pleaae, pwliimestur mom 
of that tmu^ but in a moral Mti«e, u u Dndentudinji; betwMn man tad 
jnan in a Miwe which he bad defined by the preceding atatenwat. He 
■ajB "wefc it^alation," "md a emnnder of the preroyative «r tiw 
GiAwn," 

On the contrar;, the late CoaoMllara m.j, that they '' daiftie tl y «x- 
ylained to Ui Exeelleocj, that thaj concideivd him Am to acteoBtniiy 
to their advice." They tberefiHe nj that thay did net reqmia aaf "«ti> 
fiitatieB"aatotheinodetD wtudi he ^rinwld distribats the petnaag* of 
thaCiom. 

Hiia ia a limple statement of the question. Uany of the tnrmeit 
•o^iortenorthe late Connsellon have declare^ that IT it could be ihowa 
lihat tbej required any aoch "stipuktioqi'" or mdentaoding with hi* 
£zce1IeDCf as to hi* future course of proceeding, they violated Qieir duty, 
Ihey iuFringed Ibe prerogatiTe, and ought not to be suatained. Let oa 
■ow see wliether it is not aa clear aa day that they did demand such an 
understanding, or what is equivoleDt between man and man to a atipnlA- 
tion. In discussing this question, t shall fint examine the eridence whi^ 
the late Coansellors adduce in proof of their awertion. 1 shall then adduce 
the eridence which haj been furnished in support of the Govemor-^ieneinPfl 



IhnletJtbeetMma tWt tbe nakedconflinlBB stata«*ni«rtt» 
4a«pu1le«4ei>iAeairtMagenKtheriide. A8iionuieBBbefti|riluai4a 
MiewneueitlM a^ettlonaaf the putieearevetlettiaMBy. *mraa 
llWiiifliKi ftam aeeh Btataments bo proeiT for or against eiUier fkrty. 
fiaeh a oHm, wltiiout the shadow «f pti><>f«ilber for the plaiMtf ndefbllA- 
aa^ no judge would submit to a jury ; and if he did, «e joy-oould «Dne l6 
M^'legal deaaiau in ftT«ur ofeiUierpartAae.theyffo^ha bendiby 
4KU^ !• -ghw -a vaediet ueoidaC to t ii m t t,mi)».Xk0nwaMk»'Uf 
Miti'llM^uae. 
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To whU e?idsdc«, thai^ kftve the Uto CavoBelian ippealed in proof of 
tinai fUtmnent T I umwn, u. reaolntion of the Houm of AamaUj^ 
Mcondod hj Mr. Lafontune, and voted for by hia ccllea^es ! Tbat i% 
they adduce their own uaertion on one Saturday to ^rrope the tmlbof 
their own aaseriion of the pierious Saturday ! ! ! Waa tbeir asaertion nnj 
■troDffer evidence on Saturday the Xnd of Decenbor, than it waa on 
Brtorday the XSth (^ November f If it was not evidence on ihe Uttvr 
day, bow came it evidence on the former day 1 Sncb la Ae svidtDce ( (!) 
by 'whicb tfaa late Coimaeltora propose to annlbilate the Btatement of tha 
Govemor-^Oeneral. Ur. Hrncka says,' "Tie votee ef the ez-^UBialeR 
ftr Hr, BaiiIton*B resolutioD, whieh was seconded by Hr. LafeoMtae^ 
aflbrdfhebeet evidence ttiat can he oflfered, thai dtey did wA teqrii* ft 
•■ttiHilatiDn,' in the ordinary acceptation of that teffn." — (Seplg HMn 
nj[»r,p, 11.) The laat pKTt of thia sentence is signlfleatit od awMkar 
pcttit<-^impl[e8 that the late CoaneelioTs did require a •'■tipalailfe&*'ii 
SMne acceplMiOD of Hiat term. But more mi this pcnut pteeent^ If n 
Baldwin siqrs, " Agale, an attempt had been made te mlriead fte puWfc 
hta tin belief that the dlemptian tomad wholly en a deroatid ky Ibl 
miaiatry for a *(^clatfm— «b it fa called — of an oneonetitntieiial rilwi«^ 
tor. (Hear» hear.) But be (Ur, Baldwin) thoDf[Iit that hja kwved 
fiaead, Mi. Xiafontaine, bavio^ aeorajded Ur. Boulton'a addition to tbv 
■ddraas *<" '^ sufficient proof (hat all they asbed wae ^«t mntml wAv 
atandinff whiob Ur. Boolton'a reealatioD net only recogniaedt bat indeH 
declared to be abselntely neoesaaiy. (Cheere.)" — {Torp»l9 4*f«i«lim 
Speed, »A MarA,J Here tben it the awertion xrf" the lale Coawdl9(f 
U avideiKie in proof ef tbeir aeaflrtion! Wbat a curiooe ioa^tqtlon tlw 
admiDiflntioD of jiutioe would bc^ were jt conducted on auch apiini^pte I 
TVbat aduirahle logieiona ! How profoundly learned in the law of ert 
daqce J It ia by the sama •<Ht of logic that Ur. Hincfca propospa to sw«^ 
Ibe Governor-General's v)>tdeyntert by the board. In faie reply to ibr 
"Vifpr, Ur. Hincke aayBtfp. 10,) "We assert with perfect i^nfideqef^ 
^at tbe.present Govemor-OeDeral coaeidera Responsible Government, 4f 
vnier^ood by tbe mAJority of the House of Assemblji by Mr, Vif«r bin' 
nlQ by Ur. BacbanaO) and Ur. WaheSeld) hia own great champit^ (n 4^ 
ia4^nimU*, V reqniring 'a virtoal enrrender of the Prerogattrc «f Af 
Cmwa to the CoancU for party puipoeea.' What ibm becomes qF tlw 
potest 1" Bore eooairb, after Ur. Hincks'p "saeert with pprftct ea«ft. 
dmcflf" what becomes of the jwotestV Je it a»niliilated 1 ?J<^ ii «i| 
B UI flie s . Is ft in the nether world t No, it still ezista in this. Whflf 
ta it then i Why, after looking for it a moment or two, I find it Jwt 
where it baa been ftom the begfaninf; and I suppose it vilregOiMHn^ 
thing more than ibe bla«t of Ur.HfnckatoKitiDfttUiiVanltMtWl* 
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may think of tha protest or the RepreseDtBtive of hi* Sovereigii in CSIH' 
pKriWB of his own "nmeit with pofsct cosSdeDce." 

But wbftt does the resolution appealed to contain 1 Let the lesrdcr 
ppndeT its import, especially that of its conclading Mntences. It ii u 
fbllowe : 

*' That this House, in datirul submisBion to th«r gracioua Sovereigo, 
nd with the utmost raq)ect Tor the ezaltud statioa and high character of 
tua £xceIieoc;,')s most anzioua to guard against any miscoitftnictim 
which possibly nught b« placed upon the affirmative declantioa of their 
upmiff" upon this delicate and nlalij important coastitutiooal ^uestipOt 
tad tb«efore most humbly beg leave to discUim, in a negative for[p,.aiu 
4M(m that the Head of the Government should be called spon t« eQtw 
itttt aay stipulation as to the terms upon which a proviiici^ admiiiistn^ 
tioBDMy deem it prudent, either to accept or contiaae in office ; that 
nutnal Gonfidencei which is essential to the well being of any govemmoi^ 
amamtHj presumes that they are ondeistood, while a dua respect for the 
pMrogative of the Crown, and proper constitutional delicacy towardi^bei 
Mqesty's Representative, forbid their beieg expressed." 

Sodi is the evidence to which Messrs. Baldwin and Hincka appeal b 
support of the assntion that the lata Coanseltors had not required from 
the Head of the Government any understanding or stipulation as to the 
tenUB upon which the provincial administiation had deemed it pnide&t to 
continue in office. Let it be noted, that the resolution says nothing of 
what has been, or has not been, but of what oagkt not to be. The que*. 
tlon'at issue involves a fact, as to what the late CounseUora did, or M 
not do ; the evidence they adduce relates to expediency, as to what they 
ought not io do. Would such evidence be received in a court of justice? 
If it ought not to bo received by a Jury of twelve men, ought it to be 
i«ceiVed by the jury of a whole country T Would the reader like to be 
condemned on a witnesses opinion, or rather the opposite patsy's asser- 
tfohi'of what ought not to be, instead of testimony as to a fact T Wa 
inquire what the late Counsellors did, on Saturday, the S5th November, 
fiir^ly, they tell us whet they voted ought not to be done, uo Saturdayj 
tf»h 2nd December! This, Hr. Baldwin calls ■' sufficient proof ^' and Hr^ 
tiZnckssaysit is "the best evidence that can he offered." I dare say it U 
■^ihe beat evidence tiiat can be offered" hy Means. Baldwin and Hincka ; 
fiat (icn- "bat evidence" in this case does not deserve evea the name of 



.J^ovcdnriog the v^eek of their resignalton, the late CouDsellora m^t 
bave.fouad— «s I have reason to beUfva they did find— that the House 
^eaii not Mtttain them in any attempt to extract even u nhdarstandingi 
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Mttdt 1«M a fotnwl '■ itipnktiot^ u to the tenu upoii which th« «dnl- 
niftnljoii ihould in fnture be conducted. Tha; therefore found it necea- 
wttj to place themaelvee upon u itrong; ground aa poMble in respect to 
thii poJBt. Hence when it tnu preHed upon ^em, they made a virtne of 
neceantf] tod tgrvud to aupport a genenl resolution eip'essiiig their 
"■■aai^' a» to what "thould bei" and ihonhl not bei and thia*'ne]j;a- 
tiT^diadaicerof "deare," they now appeal to aa the "beet endence that 
can ha offiied" aa to what thej had not done. 

Hm rtatements of the late CooDMUon, a»d iay iafimtcee whidi theeo 
■MteoieBtB mjgfat aatheriaat would be entitled to the greateat nepeel 
nodsr w^aty cfienmataMeB, and when no other putiw but thenarivM 
iMr«eeiie«>ed) but when tbeyaddnfie aa;^ itWonent rf theii ewa to 
womit the Reprgeantatfve of their Sorerd^ wHh hanng staged what 
me DBtra^ th«b' proTeNed nidence aboold be carefoliy aifted and weighed 
— «nd nnder thia pracaea it la aeen tbat their eridenct^ in the pceeal 
OM^ ii^ In all rMpeoti^ "Arand wuting." 

n»]a nmcli then ibr their own erideoc^ or rather the abaence of tho 
rety ahadow of eridence in aupport of their aaaertion, Zjot ea now cob* 
iUer the evidoice In aupport of the Oorenior General'a atatement. 

Ib the firat place than, what did Hoaan. Baldwin and Lafontaioe go to 
the Govemor General for 1 What did they go to him two daya in aae* 
coaainii for 1 Was it to reaigo 1 No. Waa it merely to o!Bu adfice 1 No. 
Waa it not to maka a dantand I Waa it not to come to an ondentanding 
M to the tM^na npon which they might "deem it prudent to eontinnftiii 
<tfcer~ Waa it not to ezdact from the GoTemor Geoenl, muk » 
*atJpalation"aawcitild induce tbam to " deem it pradrat to continue in 
(tfce r And waa not auch a proceeding at variance with both the letter 
and apirit of Ur. Boulton'a reaolution, to which they appeal in their owa 
Juatificalion t And doea not such a proceediiv go far to eatoUiab the 
truth of the flMwraor aeneroTt tIaUmeat T 

That each waa the object of their waiting upon faia Excellency we ban 
ample proof in the teatimony of many of their own mqiportera, and erea 
oT themaelveB. Two witnessea and one fkct will be aufficietil on thia 
preliminary point. Hr. BulUvan, in hja explanatory apeecb, November 
90, allegea "the (mpoaaibility (of himself and his colleagues) staying ib 
office after umder^oMlUg hit ExceOene^t tiean." It appears thee, A»t 
before uoderatandiog; his Excellency's views it was possible for^em te 
have remaioed in office ; and that it waa npon " hie Exeelleiiey's wmf* 
that the late advieais resigned. And bow come they to know his ^'viewsf 
Why, Meam. Baldwin and Laffantaine went to ascertain ibem— *iewi^ 
wUeh (aa the cooehidiiv phiwe of Hr. Boulton'a leaclution ttpnaaaa it) 

r 



" a due retpeclfor the prerogative of the Crown, and proper eoiittitvHonal 
delicacy totoardi Iter Majeat^s Repreaentativf, forbid tbeih bbhts 
BIPHES3ED." Again, the Editor oftbe Examiner'— one of the secretftrieB 
of the Toronto Asaociittion — haa the following words riiid italics: " Wlien 
waited upon by Mr. Lufontaine, in behalf of himself and colleaj^ues, ia 
order thtit the; might come to *ome vnderttatuiing aa to Ihe principle 
upon which tho goverument was to be conducted) u far u regards 
appoiDtments to office, hia Excellencj positively refused to recognize it as 
s constitutional principle that he should consult tbem at all upon tbia 
iuportant department of the ed ministration of public aSbira ; eiidenttjr 
datihing ita patronage ad l&itam without the advice, couDck, ar conetu- 
Tcnce of hia reaponBibie advisers.'' [March 19.] -WiUi the Iktlar part of 
this atateraent, I have at present nothing to do. I have hereto<bre riieara 
its falsity, and proved that it was iiRpoMAJa for Ihe Governor-fieneral to 
make an; appointment, without the concurrence of at leaat one " re^Km- 
sible adviser," and that His Excellency has denied Uiat the right. of the 
Council to adviae him was a subject of dispute between him and his late 
Couoaellors. But their demanding a declaration of His Eiccellency'a viewa 
even on that subject, was as unconstitutional (according to Mr. Boultpn's 
resolution,) as their demanding "some understanding" with Hia Excel- 
lency, aa to the future policy of appointments, or on any other Subject. 
They were to remain, or to retire from his counaela according to hia ACtB, 
ds they were reeponsib'.e to the Legislature, - not for hia views but for fata 
.acTS; and they had no more business with hia views, as to what might be 
Or 'should be, than they bad to do with his purse. To seek "some 
understanding " with him, aa to what hia views were or might be, was, 
According to Mrl Boutton's own resolution, unconstitutional ; to reeign 
upon these views wu unconstitutional ; torepresent these views to parlia- 
ment — especially in the teeth of Hia Eicellency'a protest.— was not only 
Unconstitutional, but unjust and dangerous, as I have shewn in theseeoDd 
number of this argument. ' ■ 

Then, OS to the fad — a fact trumpet-tongued in its import, and bearing 
on the character of the present crusade against Sir Cbailes Metcalfe, — 
tbe fact is this : — The laie Counsellors admit that they would have 
remained in office had the Governor -General's views (which they went to 
ascertain) as to bis future policy accorded with their demands, or wiabM. 
Tbat is, they would have assumed the responsibility of hia past acts, bod 
he given them assurance or pledge, oi " stlpulatipn," as to the character 
Of hia future acts I ! Can such a proceeding be paralleled in the entire 
biBtory..of England, since 1688 ^ Had the Goyernor-Genernl'e view* 
of,^ture policy proved orthodox, according, to tbe "terms" of the 
late-born party expediency cieed of the ex-CouDsellon) tben-^»D it be 
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bdiarad T-4bai lU hia part sets would have been d{irei>ded hj tbeiii-r4he 
vflrj. uta which they now proDoimce uncoDstitutional-racla which 
«zteiided aver a period of inoDthB — acts ajwnst which ihoj now Tociferato 
from . EeMX to Gaspe— these veiy acts for condemn iuir which they now 
(temftad the support of the Piovioce, — yes, those identical acts, (and the 
reMt^ioD of the Secret Societies Bill among the rest,) would have been 
white-washed— would have been assumed as conslitutional — would have 
been defended aa worthy of the support of the Province, had the Governot- 
Gensial only " coma (to use the Exanditcr'a words) to tome underitand- 
tHg, as to the principle upon which the gorernment was (a he conducted, 
aa far as ngaiia appointments to t^ca I ! 

Now, does not this single fact prove to aldcmonstration, that th^ 
violated the last part of Mr. Boulton's resolution 1 Into the pit which 
they dug for another, havo they not fallen themselves T And I appeal to 
the honest reader of any party, whether their resigning or not resigning 
can change the nature of the Governor-Uenerol's acts, which worn 
performed before they resigned } And whether they are not, in all 
honour, and consisteJicy, and truth, and decency, bound to defend ihoso 
actsout of officeas well as in office 1 Their continuance in office was, (to 
use a figure ia Mr, Boulton'a Toronto Association speech,) an endorse- 
ment of every note in the shape of a government act, — during the period 
of their incumbency, they were the only indorsers known in the law of 
Responsible Government — aa long as they remained in the emoluments 
of office, they excluded all other endorsers ; and, it appears by their own 
confession, that they would have continued to have endorsed every note 
of the Governor-General's past acts, as well as of his future acts, had ha 
consented to have endorsed their notes, (which they pteaented to him,) of 
"aome understanding as to the principle upoa which the Government was 
to be conducted, aa far as regards appointments to office." And, be cauae 
he would not endorse in advance for them, they have repudiated what, 1^ 
their continuance in office, they bad eedorsed for him. Every note of 
His Excellency's acts would have been as good as the Banli of Responsi- 
bility itoelf, had he consented to endorse the " itipulatiun " note for them ; 
but his refusal to do so has made him a heretic in theory and a despot in 
practice, and that loo for months while tbey were bis voluntary and paid 
endoraera I ! Now, statute-law will not allow an endorser to repudiate 
hia name from a dueoimted note, whatever may become of the drawer of 
it ; Dor will reaponaible law lUlow Advisers of the Crown to repudiate 
' notes which have been discounted, while they voluntarily continued in the 
offie^ and received the pay of constitutional endorsers. Thej are not, 
indeed, liable to imprisonment ; but repvdiatort of all countries will 
receive a* they have always received, the rrpiuJiatton of the raoial world. 
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Ib what a hnnriBulm eontrut doM thii pnettXag of flw IU« DoBa>- 
Milan itaad to tha cwkhict of tnry tia^tiA ■Ulemaa wha feu war 
ratind tttaa Um coniuab of his Sorerrign I How piinfiillr dow it 
eoBlmt with tb* honoonblfl miideMiatJtittioinlc(adactoftln«x-CDa»- 
mDoti in Norm Scotia ! Hmt tho cMnmencemmt of Hr. Uowx^ 
txplamalorg ■peeeh, u rsportod in tbe Novk Scotb papen : — " lb. 
How* row utd opaned hie addi'Ms to tbe hooae hj reodni^ hia noto oT 
wriyiWilioii of the oCcea of ExoeotiTe ConnclUor and Cidlaetorof Ezda^ 
addraoaed to hia Excetlencr the LieatoDant Governor. He Aerefot* 
atood relieved from the weight of responsibility wbieb had reated on Um 
for the Uat throe years and a half. He apoke in the hjgbeat tenna of 
I<ord Falkland'a courtesy— it would always live in bia gratefol lanom- 
bFaacau Ha coocdvad while a Councillor ho was bound to aopport tho 
govamiDont, and regaid the interaata of the country. The reapooaibility 
waa great and weighty ; bnt be bad other reaponaibilitiee— to hia conatl- 
toanta— to the country — to this house. He woald now endearour to 
diachaiige hia duty, ao that hia poaition wonld be nnderatood. HE 
WOULD SUPPORT LORD FALKLAND'S OOVERNMBNT UP 
TO THE TIME OF HIS RESIGNATION— that act aUo he waa 
tMdy to defend." 

Thus far) tbati, aa to the fact that tbe Iat« Goiinaellora demanded an 
nnderatanding or "etipnlation" from Sir Charlea Metcalfe aa to hiafiiture 
conducL I think this Ikct can be no longer doubted. I will now addnce 
testimony to abow that tbe demand they made did involve what tho 
Oovamor-Geaeral alleged— " that tbe patronage of tiie Crown afaould 
ha Bwranderad to the Conneil for the purchase of parliamentary aopport." 
TUa iieleatly Implied in the pasaage in the speech of the chairman of Uie 
Toronto Aaaocfatloi^ wliicb I quoted in the lart number. He maiDtained 
Uiat tbe Goremor-Oeneral ahould consult with «o ether parties than die 
*) sdminlitntion," or "theleading membera of tbe majority"— end that 
then adnee Aonid be his rule of action. Tims ezdnded, and time 
Included, he could oaly be a "tool" in tbe hands of his keepen. tb. 
SotUran, in his explanatory apee o h, while he denies some of the 
BtatMDenta of Sir Charles Metcalfe, vUeb I liave afaown to be tru^ defends 
the very policy whicA hia Excellency aaya waa the point of •< antagonism" 
betwoM him and hia late advisers — the distribntion of patronage. Ho 
aay^ "Aa to that part of his Excellency's letter which mentioned the 
injostica of giving oSce only to persons of the same political opinioM 
with the exiating goranimeat ; be said be had watched the comae of 
dfflarent admiBiaMions in Canada for the last twenty yeara; he had 
beui a membw of administrttion fc^ eight yatn, and yet during Um 
■Aols length of that thm^ ha dU not imiwcdIw ever te ban aeen wtf 
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•rAtnuwrdHtewitfMtiwiDpawarpktiSBulagtMrminiM! imtkot, 
tf tbe juopoiiUaii vnn made, be hmd Dododlrtit wnddhaTsboentangM 
VtHftpiWBftf ckiUiiA fullj." Hnalfr.^lli*aii<tiid tiMaiilroMor 
-Mm tatc •Mmn thit did m in npUiwtMii) »dnju aod pnUeljr ktow* Ilia 
f gRriBciptM" «a wbkA fas Mid hie coUeague* bad eonteade^ with 8<r 
ChulM HotoalA that tba gwrernmmt ■hoald ba condaeted, «aa Ar aa 
fogarda appointraanta to olXce." Had ilia Escalleticy-agread to tiiat 
ptndple, wwdd it not bav« bam virtudly sDrreitdanng this pstronags of 
Um CrowB into iba huda of the Councit for partj puip«Mefl I Thaia )■ 
•B hklotieid inaocaracr ia Mr, Sollirui'a t«naHis which I noit correel. 
Than haa baea bat one partj in pow«r in Upper Cafiada dariog the last 
tWWMf yMM) vntfl the laat threa m four jrean. Tha jn^f of that 
fUVf in ngui aapaoiaJty to appointaMUa to office, htu been the aa^aet 
«r c«B[tehit and FemgnstnKe by the U. C. Uoaie «f AManbly and 
Ihe paoplft IB arcry variety of repraaentatioa, and baa beaa aUaged bf 
BKBy aa one oeeaaim of the baametioD ia lit37. Y«t Mr. BrilnM 
and his ciJlaagaee repadiate the hitberte ackDowladfed reforai daetriat 
<^«qaal jnatiea to all dasaea," and daoouDce Six Charlea Metcalfe aa an 
«BeiBy U> BeapoMJbla Goveramnt for maintaioiag ft, and they new avow 
the eU high nltn doctrine of party dmnination and party esdiuiveNMa, aa 
the txoM^itt of their policy in anwintmanta to offioe. But more oa thb 
H^eet in another pUoo. 

In a paarage quoted in a former part of thia paper, it baa been aeeu 
that Hr. Hincka has admitted thil the late Council did require ^ft 
^ptUationk'' of Sir Charlea Metcalfe in tome Bcceptation of that term-rr^ 
thoagh Mr. Boulton'a reaolution coadeinna a required atipalation of 
abated naderatandiog in any sense of the term. Let Mr. Hinckif 
C^laiii himarif*, and be roy witneas more at length. He aays— " The 
system pjerioody purseed by the Governor had been very unsatisfactory, 
wd waa calculated to destroy the political influence of the ministry, and 
they ware e<Hnp^ed to remonittate, and tome lo on tuuUntamUng mik 
Hm ExetUeitei/ mt eertmn poUtt*. Almost the only point on which tiiere 
ii ores aa aj^raU miauDderatanding between the Governor-General and 
the ez-^ninistera, ia that regarding the ■ stipalatton.' That, however, 
Tonld long aince have been cleared up had there been a responsible ininiHter 
Id Parliament. We believe there ia no real di&rence between them. 
Tha mtniatry have never denied that they gave the Governor-General 
(e ODdetatuid that they conld net afford Um any attUtamie n tkt 
f|t— J— ■j— Wn- ^ fi^ tyttem ^auAimg appoUtmeiUt prejvdkuU to tk^ 
^^jltmue waw to (e mttHnMed. ThI* may be termed requiring H 
f attpdMiea.' We deny that it la ao. Will any me pretend that if at 
m fnamA liM^it b^parftoUy w«U fcnnn t« waryeu OM tbf 



t,1...00glC 



70 

Govenorhu avowed iaa datenninttion not to be infineDesd inoBf mj 
bjr pirtf cauidemtiensf bi» Ezcellene; were to ioTtte Mr, Viger to fonp 
mii«dB]uiiBtntion, k« might not teith perfect propri^y atk hi* ExcfUtrfji 
tehtiker fueh were At* viVuw at to Ike mode of adauititteriag the gnpMrs- 
meiif, ai if to, it would be out of hi* power to render Ui» an,y awi*fa>nce7 
There sarel; would be no 'etipuUiion' Id all tliii, and we could verf 
euilj find pLentf of Eogliah preeaimtt for ' stipulationa' of thkB kind. 
Now, in our judgment, Mr. Vigor, if called upon, as we have ni^qweed, 
would not only be justified in taking such a course, but he would neglect 
hii dutf to the countiy if be failed to do bo. If then a gentleman called 
oa to form an administration would be justiSed m eomiiig to tuA aft 
tmdentandiiig tuiih the ke<vi of the govrriment at to hii viete* of puiUf 
pMetf, Burelj the members of an adminisbntion are equally warranted in 
doing ao, eapeci&lly al^sr ■ change in the head of the govetament, and 
when they have reason to think there is » wide difference between him 
mkI tbem a» to the poliey to be punned. As to the other pointe there is 
no dispute." [Reply to Mr. Figer, p. 11.] 

In thia extract, Hr. Hincka has admitted the whole fact in langnag* 
that cannot be iniflunderBtpod ; and in the peeeagea I have italicised, ha 
eontradicte the whole doctrine of Mr. Bonlton's resolution adopted by the 
House of Aeaembly, and substantially asaerts what the Govwnor-General 
resisted and what the House disclaimed. Mr. Hiucks says he "couli 
very easily find plenty of English precedents for the kind of 'stipulation'" 
which the late adviBerH demanded of the Governor General. I defy him 
to find one. Sir Robert Feel, neither in ie39 nor in IS41, demanded 
any "such atipulation" of her Majesty — all he knew or asked to know 
of her "views of public policy," was from heriCTS, in acting or not acting 
upon his advice. According to the doctrine of the late Connaellors, as 
stated by Mr. Hincks, the Sovereign must explain his political creed St 
the formation of every new ministry, and of course, at the very outset, 
must square, by an explicit " understanding," "his views of public policy" 
-with theirs as to the "mode of adpninistering the goverutuent," or they 
-would inform him, that, ' it would be out of their power to render him any 
■saistancel" What a Proteas would the Sovereign thus become under a 
-succeasion of ministries ; and what a degradation would thus be stanlpfld 
npon the very name of royalty. And how does such a doctrine appear 
when compared with Mr, Boulton's resolution T 

Again, Mr, Hincks says that the late Counsollors went to his Exc^ 
iency not only to « remonstrate" (that was their right, and duty if thay 
Jeemed it necesaary), but to " come to an understanding on caitaip 
points." It is also clear that one of those "points" relative "to the policy 
to be parsned" was, as to whether he would " come to an undei^aiiiliiig" 
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with them not to "make appointments prejudfciftl to iheir InflasDCft." 
What ii (rach an " nndera tan ding" bat a " stipaUtion f And what !■ 
tile e^«et of it bat " the aurmnder of the patronage of the Crown to tkl 
Goancil Tor the parchaee of parliamentary Boppoit f That is tbs docbtnid 
demand of Ihe late Counsellors (Mr. Hincks being witness) ; this ii th* 
allegation of the Governor General; and the former proves the truth of 
the latter. This ia what I nndertook to establish. 

Under the operation of such a "stipulation" or "□nderstanding," thfl 
CooBBellors could say concerning each of eleven candidates out of twelve 
for any office, " if your Excellency appoint such a one, yon wQI prtjudicc 
our influence, and you have given us to onderstand that yon woiitd not 
make appointments prejudicial to our infiuence ; we must hold your Ex- 
cellency to your word." He would thus have no discretion, hot moat 
«ther be their " tool," or violate the honour of his word. It is thus, that 
tbeic requited " understanding" or " stipulation" — the condition on which 
they saspended their continuance in office— did imply the sapremacy of - 
ttm Council and Che nullity of the Crown. How true then is the stat*- 
ncnt of theODverDor General in his reply to the addreas of the Gora Dii- 
trict Council, that " The resignation of those gentlemen proceeded fnu 
lUy revising to agree to certain stipnlations which it was nncMtstitational 
fbr thetn to demand, and a compliance with which was impossiblo on my 
fUt, as, in my judgment, it would have involved a surrender of tho 
patronage of the Crown to them for party purposes, — an act to which I 
could never agree. In no other respect was the qneattou of Responsibb 
Government involved in their resig-uation." ■ 

' But under the constitutional operation of Responsible Government, tho 
advisers could say to the Crown, in case of any proposed appointment, 
'■we are not prepared to justify it ; it is with the Crown to exercise ita 
rights and do its pleasure ; but in view of it, we roust tender our resigna- 
tion, and leave othersto assume the responsibility of it," It would thenfaa 
with the Crown to consider not merely whether it desired to make sadi 
an appointment, hut whether it was more anxious to make it than to 
retain its present sdvisoiB : and whether, if other advisers were called 
to its assistance, they would be austsined by parliament. Thns the 
Crown would be (Vee ; and yet the parliament would have a check upon 
its acts. This is the conHtftutional check of Reeponeihle Govemmettt. 
Theformer was an unconstitutional demand of the late Counsellora. Thii 
Wtes the prerogative inviolate ; the former makes it a " nullity," This 
Bii Charles MetcUfb acknowledges ; the former he resists. ' Ought h* 
sot then to he supported T 

I have still another witness, although I do not need his testimony. I 
will give it for the edification of tlie reader, and aa an lUiVBTRATiOit of 
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mywfunnt. Mr. Q«>MBBuw]i,BdiM'of th« GMe,*aiaqutf tht 
ToroBto AMociatioB, thu deUvwod hiniaelf ia k qtMch cm tha 19th «f 
Muck :— "Th«CabtMt MinMarnf EagUod » no hinliiig — hs » not 
tke head clctk of ■ public effiee, wboM adf icB ia aakad when wmatiait 
to be UBboeded whao given, — b« u not the pbwtic am-eaUtf oosdMCMd* 
iagL; to be eonnilted on mttera of ' adequate importaKca' (lead ckeen)| 
but he iaibalire, the moving powerrf e?ery wheel ia the whole madiuioiy 
oT goTenment— be is the very GoTennaeDt itaelf, BtiU the nuoiitsr 
does not one BU^le act in hi* own jume, m for hii own benefit— alt i« 
in the naiae of the Sovereign. The Cabisat Council) aa a paitj or ea 
apowei in the atate, ia perfectly unknown— it ia the executive of tha 
Crown— the month-piece of the Sovereign. Though the minieteni alom 
ace responaibl^ they ^ipear in no abape m a pert;. The Sovereign and 
the Cabinet together form one pawoi in the Btate— Rayalty ia ptacticallj 
embodied in the Briiiah Cooatltution." t*^l>Bera.) 

It wfptmnt then, that the Britiah worid baa bean miiy »atny in M/ing^ 
"Ki^, Lorda and Conunou." Ur. GnotwB Bkowii will teach than 
better. They aboold aaj, " King and CaUnet logvAUr, Lords and Con- 
■oM." In tfaia partnenhip of power between lbs " Soveteigm and tlw 
GtdriiNt," Mr. George Brown will teech them how little ia pemiltad to 
tiM focmer, and how much ia the pn^rty of tbe latter. Tha CaUnet 
Hiniater ia not anlj the " uMutf^ece" of the Executive but the " novng 
power," the " life," " the very Government itself" and tbe Sovea^n ia 
lev than "tool"— « mare nama to ba need b/ tbe Cabinet HiBiitsr to 
raderse utd give prompt to hfa acta, Buch k the "lead cbeera" doo- 
trina of the Toronto Assocklionist*. And no wonder, than, th&t Mr. 
QaonnB Bbowh'b newly in^korted patiiotio ira hurst forth agunst Bir 
Chadea Uetcalfe^ for " trying to rtrike a deadly blow at the jMwer ami 
tfiaaujf of tbe Provincial Executive CooncU," becanae he raeisted their 
pietanaiana to be oat only the "^outb-piece," but the "lif^" the "moving 
powei^" tha "very government itself," and himself to ba a name in farBn^ 
iLBd a nullity in practice. The words of Jomoa— oddly enough quoted 
by me of tha Toronto Asseciation oietors — were never eo ippropriata 
in Cabinet encroaching days in which they weia written, as on tha pre- 
aent occasion :— " We have nothing to fear from prerogative, bat entf 
thing fhun nndne Inflnenea." 

BeToM tbe eompletioa of this Aaenadit^ 1 tmst the People of Canadi 
«ittinoreflitly appraciata tha sMtiment i^ Jmrna, uA th* nnwliiet nf 
aoECtasauBflbmuu^aathaeqiial-JMtka fntaate of their caHtit** 
liooal ri^ila and pntdic liberties. 
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No. 8. 

Dr. Palejr'a refutation of Hume's celebrated MphfBin ■gfttast a 
1> the shortest ar^ment Ed that moat admirable work~-7%e Evidenett of 
Ckriitiatiity. Dr. Paley'a exposition of it does not occupy tbreo pa^es ; 
and his niatheiiiaticBl deraoDstration of its fabitj occupies less than om 
page. The most important argument, therefore, in that uoiiTalled work 
is the shortest. So, if mj argjnteot in this paper should be much ahortec 
Umn that which I have advanced in each of the preceding' papeis, it> 
importance wiU not be in proportion to ita length, bat in proportioB to 
its brevity. 

The fourth proposition which I propose now to demonstrate hi—"Tkat 
Ae quealim at itttie betaeea the late Comudlori and Sir Charla 
Mricalfe, aceoi ding te the ttatematt of cetiain of Ikemrelvet and olkerw 
ofVuir oan party, on difftrent oecatioiu, u not tkat whiA Mr. BAi,iiwnt 
atated to the Houae of ■dnemUy, and on tekicK Me vote of the Amembhf 



The subject of discussion Inrolred In tbb proposition, is as dovsI u 
tiiat which was embraced in each of ihe three preceding propositions. 
It ia without example in the hundred and fifljr years history of Reaponsibia 
Government. It ia so, simply because the proceeding of the late Couo- 
•ellora is without precedent. This proposition is confeMedly a bold, u 
well as a siartling one. But it is no more Iwld than true, and no Ibm 
true than important. 

In the discussion of this proposition, the first thing necesmry Is, to 
BscertaJn precisely what lie question was which Mr. Baldwin stated to 
the House of Assembly, and on which the vole of the Aaaembly w«a 
predicated. The reservation of the Secret Societies Bill was a cireum- 
■tance: but it was not tAe puMd'oB. And of that drcumatanee— exphuDed 
by hia Excellency in a manner which haa only been attempted to be 
eavilled at, hut never answered — it may be aafficient to aay in the lail' 
guage of the Hon, Joseph Hows, of Nova Scotia, in his letter to tb, 
Uincka — " As regards tiie bill for euppresdng Orange Lodges, it appeaia 
to me that circumstances may arise, after a government measure has been 
introduced, to render its postponement desirable." The Governor Qeneral 
bos slated those circumstances — one of which was, that atler understand- 
ing ita provisions in all their bearings (by a full parliamentary discussion)! 
to an extent that he could not have done from a bare perusal of them, he 
J*elt himself prohibited from afflziog her Majesty's approbation to a bill 
(without submitting it to her Uajeaty) which went not only to remove 
and proscribe from oBice, but to erase- from the list of jurora, a claaa of 
penoDi whom ber Majesty had not thus reduced very nearly to the state 
K 
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of ilieiiB and Blftvm—though rtill oot^iecta of taution— in anj «thw colon j 
orjuTtion of the empire. Sir Charles Metcalfe haa expraased hia unqua- 
lified disapprobation of Orange Lodges ; and the object — the entire and 
jvie object, aa I can state b; permission npon the bett authority—^ the 
tndy private interview that his Excellency ever had with the Grand 
Master of Orange Lodges id Canada, which took place a few daja beforft 
the twelfth of last July (as the date of the surreptltiauslr published letter 
wilt shew), was to prevent any Orange display on that day, that there 
might be no blood shed, or riot, or renewed cause of religions and political 
strife— HI WOfk of charity and humanity, which, by the betrayal of private 
confidence, and the pilfering of private property, and upon authority tliat 
ought not to excite suspicioB against any body, haa been reproMnted by 
the Toronto Aaaociationiet organs as a pM too eilly for idiotisni, and 
too base for Mackenzie bisiaelf. It was the cbaraetertBtie pntAnx of 
Uackeniie to pnbKah every private letter he eoold obtain, and from ths 
nost worthless sources, in order to implicate and degrade the uMnt epngU 
and reepectable men in the lend ; and how exactly do the (Jlobe tad the 
oUier ^aoeiatimut arganm follow in hia wake in respect to even the 
Eepnaentative <^ the Sovereign. A man who wilt, in violation of the 
eoaventioaal law of civilised oatione, pilfer & letter from the sacred diawei 
eT eoafideiitial pviracy, in ordtr to it^wre and deitro}/ €kara«ter, is not 
above taking his neighbour's purse— and the recover is as bad aa tte 
thief. Ttiesa Mackenzie attempts to destroy even the moral integrity of 
the Qoveroor GNorel, will meet with a Mackenzie reward; a^ time will 
shew thot Sir Charles is no more a supporter of the Orange Asaociation 
than he is of tbe Toroato Association; but he will take other. than meaoB 
unknown to British legislation anil government for the discountenance of 
both. The lime may aome when it may be the felt and t>oundan duty of 
the governm>:nt oot to appoiot to office, or continue in olBce, a membat 
of either associatiun. But the "impurtunt disclosure" of the private letter 
itself "discloses" nothing but the writer's opinion of his own recom- 
meadatiotH; it attributes nothing to hia Excellency which could not have, 
been attributed to him,, bad a copy of the Toronto Association addreM 
been encloBod to bim for his penisd. 

Bat to return from the notice of this circumstance to the consideration 
ot the quettioa. This can at once be ascertained from the resolution of 
the house voted for by the btte CouDseltors theniaelvea. It is as r<dlowB ; 
"That an humble sddress be presented to hie Excellency the Governor 
General, hnmbly representing to his Excellency the deep regret felt bj 
this honsa at the retirement of certain memliers of the Provincial admi^ 
nistiation, on thb ^OBsnoir of thbib kisht to bs coksultbo on what 
the house anhasitatingly avows to be the prerogative of the Crown,^ 
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•ppoiBtiDMiU to office ; and further, to bmuk his EzeoHencj thkt tbiit 
ADvocACT OF TBI3 nuNQPi-R entitles them to theconGdence of this hoiu^ 
btiag in atnct accordance with the priociplQi embnced in the isaolutioni 
kdopted by this heuae on the 9rd September, 1841." 

The snbjeet of inquiry now is, wma tbia tiie qoeatiM of ^intagoniBn^ 
between Sir Charioi Metcalfe tnd the late GoudkUots; or wu the rAair 
dutr^iOion of tkt patremagt «/ &« Cnw»,—oc what is unallf called 
fotfjf gowmment, tbe real queatioB of "antagoniam" betwaen themt 
The iMe CoonacdloTs allege the former ; Sir Charles Metcatfe aoacrU tin 
lUter. In th« preceding paper, I have examined dm evidence on butt 
Mt» of tfaif qtmrtion, and have^ I tnut, eatabliafaed tbe tratb of ha 
EioeUency'a lUteaient beyond rwaonable contradiction. The preaant 
ptopoeitioa ia a cOToUarjr, or abvioaf cooaeqnenee of the preceding 
OM; and on tUi growld I might rert it npon ererj joat principle of 
reuonbg. Bot in a qUMtion of ao great importanae, I will nddnca 
aMtional evideiiea. 

Let it then be recollected, in the Grat place, that in the pamag« of BIr. 
8t^rst/s explanatory speech, which I qnoled in the last p«p«r, he cosi- 
tended for a parljr gopenuMHt — that is, not the being goveraed hjr.ths 
ptitj of tiie majority, bnt the goreniiDg for the benefit of Hu nUmg, to 
die extbuion oj As rufei party. He said that he " had watched th9 
coorae tS dtfibrent tdmimst rations in Canada for twenty years, and dnrinf 
die whole of that time, h« did not remember to han Ken any of dM' 
dillbrent parties in power patronizing their enemies ; in Act, if the propo- 
sHion were made, he had no doubt it would have been lioghod at aa k 
^•ce of childish folly, " 1 sbiUl in another place consider tbe sinrit of th« 
docttine, that the advisers c^ the Crown for the benefit of a whets 
eonntry are to riew and treat as * enemies" all who are not of tbeir own 
party. I have now to do merely with the fact, that such waa the doe- 
trine of the lale CouneeUors ; that such was what they insisted upon u 
the advisers of the Governor General ; and that they regard the very 
[Toposal of a diBbrent policy aa "a piece of childish folly." Mr. Baldwis 
explained his views theoretically in more guarded and qualified langoage, 
\ia\fracticaUy to tbe same efibcL He admitted that he would confer an 
(Ace even on an opponent, if he were obviously the best qualified of rini 
candidates ; but that in case of the qualifications of two candidates bein^ 
equal] he would always give tbe office to the candidate of his own party. 
Now, in ninety-nine casea out of ao hundred, there woold be more than 
Me candidate of eqnal qoalificationa belonging to opposile parties ; in aU 
which eases paityism would decide. The pemtciousneM of this old 
«zcluaive ud anti-reform doctrine is increased from Mr. Baldwin's recom- 
nwitdAtioB at tli0 Toronto dinner, and on other occBskHu^ that « Vj^^ 
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Oaitada mul gttf a mori ^tthietbiely fakti chakacibb to tht Aeprv- 
iMtotlm iMA Ae return." Tbe ^orenunent is to reflect the chancter 
of the rapreseDtation ; and the " distiDctively party chancter" of tbe 
poUc]r of the formn must bvmoaiza with that of the spirit of the latter. 
Thie ia the Snt tiine that I eter mcollact of reading of a minister or ex- 
minuter of the Crovn urging the Jocreaae of political party distinctions 
in a country aa a theory with a view to promote good goveromenU-dio- 
tinction^ which in exact proportion to their extent and violence, have 
been cooudered by all writen on political science aa tbe tnoet leriow 
obitaclea to jimt goremment, and only adapted to promote the edfiahnoei 
of pwty at the expenee of the general good. Party diatira^tiona and party 
nfiiil have always been viewed aa an evil both to civil and religioua 
■ociety. According to Hr. Baidwin'a recoromendatiooi'the greatest party 
man is the beat public man 1 Mr. Hincks and the Toronto Aaiociatioii 
now as a fact what Hr. Baldwin individually urges as a recommaodatioii. 
Mr. Hincks* address to the " Reformera of Frontenac" was not only 
rapoblialied iq the Torooto Aseociation organs, but ordered by a special 
neolution of that association to be printed and circulated in the tract rorm. 
Is that tract we have the following words : " Great fault has been found 
with the late ministry, because they were party men, and because the; 
ittired tiot Sitv<ieattt q^£a AtnUd heJiUed vp ^men of tkeirotm party, 
tbMt is, men desirous of preserriog British cannexion and securing tha 
peace of the country, instead of those who, in their opinion, are taking' 
a eoorae calculated to produce the contrary efiects." '■ Attempts have 
been madcv gentlMuen, to induce you to believe that Responsible Govern* 
neat is folly adnjitted by tbe distinguished individual at the head of the 
goremment. It is true, indeed, that the term Responsiblo GovernmBot 
baa been used, but that is not what we want. We must have the sub- 
Mtaeo, not the shadow. The very object of Responsible Government 
ie to eontroul the prerogative, by providing the Governor with advicDM 
possessed of public confidence. If, however, the Governor is to make 
BJ^Matments to office, titker without or agaimt the advice of bis respoD* 
nble advisers, it mast be obvious to every man of common uuderstanding, 
that all the advantages of Responsible Gaveiumeot are lojt. Can you 
imagine for a moment, gentlemen, that any set of men will remain in 
office if ai^ntmeuts are to be made prejudicial to their influence 1 The 
Tery ide« is absurd. A government acting in aucb a manner be to destroy 
I^lf ! And yet the Governor declares, in almost every one of bis 
■newers to addreeaefl, that the appoiatmenla are to be made without 
rtff rexce to party considerations." 

The fiuts and doctrine propounded in the above quoted pasaagei am, 
Iw it nogjleeted, put forlb by one of tbe late Cooaadltm^ ni rabee- 
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qtwDtly Kdoptod kA nprinted for wide clrcaUtion by the Toronto Asm- 
ciatioD. The late CouDBellora have complained much that certain Editor* 
ia Canadii claimed for tbemaelvea end party to be excttuKiely the frienda 
of British Connexion. In the first part of the above quotation, it will be 
■wn that the Toronto Agaociationigts do preclselj the same thing — tbej . 
r^IMent the men of their ownpaitj, as exduavdy "desirous of preBorv- 
blg BriUih eoDaectJon." In addition to this party inconaiatency, it ratij 
be remarked that Ihia boaatpd (exclusively felt) " deaire" was very oddly 
Upreased by Mr. Hincks and the AssociatiuniBts during the rebellion of 
1897. I can atate upon unqueationable authority that a leading member 
n( the Toronto Anociation, lately remarked to a friend in Toronto 
(referring to the rebellion of 189T), " Ifiee had <ndy lurntd out, tee could 
WW do any tldng." Bat they did not talk then of being " desirooa of 
preeerring Brittah connection" — they would not "turn out" to preserre 
it ! and yet they now profess to be the only " men deatroua of prraervinff 
Britlafa connection 1 1 V 

In the above qnotation, three things should be obaerved: iat. The late 
Cotmsellors and the Aesociationists admit and declare as a Jitei, that they 
had eooght to fill up the vacant t^ces with men of their own party. 
todly. They avow aa a doctrine that the Governor General is not to make 
appoiatmonts agauut, any more than he ia without, "^e advice of his 
leaponaible advisers" — that otherwise, "all the advaotages of Responsiblfl 
Government wonid be lost." This of course makes the Governor General 
the "tool" of the Council ; and this ie declared to be essential to the 
existence of Reaponaible Government ! 9rdly. They therefore represent) 
in the third place, Sir Charlea Hstcalfe aa an enemy to Responsible 
QovemmeDt because he " declares, in almoat every one of his answers to 
•ddresaes, that the appointments are to be made without reference to 
put/ considerationB.'' 

Snch, be it recollected. Is the late Conntellorsown accoontof what 
they mean by parly gavemmait. It la not merely the selection of th« 
advisers of the Crown from the party of the majority in the Legislature. 
To this kind of party government Sir Charles Metcalfe has not even 
hinted an objection in any of the various documents which he has pat 
&rth. It ia not pretended that ho ever expressed the aligbteat objection 
to the eompotUion of the late Conncil ; or that he ever eo moch aa sug- 
geated or entertained the idea of dismissing some of them and filling up 
their places with persons from the ranks of the opposite party. To lh0 
Kdminiatration of the government (broti^fc a party he has assented aa 
practically and as thoroughly aa her Uajesty hotself. But there is 
another— a new — and very different element, which the Upper Canada 
aMDon ot the lata ConnieUon hta iatrodneed ioU> their system of tb* 
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gorenment of putj— Ihat la, gm>ena»g for a pari;/, to At exebaim qf 
apart;/. It ia thia new elemeot which is the doctrias of the mbove quoted 
punges from Mr. Hincks' address, which h*a bMD adopted uid repvlH 
lialied bjr the Toronto Reform AwociatioD ; it IB this new eleraent wbieh 
ia the doctrine of Mr. Sullivan, in pfonouncing u "childish foUj" the 
idea of bntowing an office upon buj other thui the supporten of the 
roliDf party; it is this new element which has fornted the point of "anta- 
goDisni'' between Sir Charles Metcdfe and bis lata Counsellur^ from an 
early period of hta administration ; it was this new element which origi- 
nated the deraaiid for the patronage of the Crown far party purpoaes, aad 
under the false but plausible pretext that it formed the •seence of Reafion- 
sible GoTemment, as intimated in the above quoted paaaages from the 
address adopted by the Toronto Association, and as stated by Sir Charles 
Hetcalfe, when he nys that the "demand which was made by the 
Council regarding the patronage of the Crown was baud m &e eomttme- 
lioK piU bg tome of Ikt gaitltvteit on the meami»g ^ ifapHwiUff 

This is the only solution of the conflicting statements between Sii 
Charles Metcalfe and his late advisen which can he given without an 
absolute impeachment of their integrity. By Reaponsible GoTenuuent 
they rtaUy mean this sort o! party patronage govermnent — a bastard 
Besponslble Government— whilst his Excellency means by the ^irase, tbo 
legitimate Responsible Government, which recognizes ministerial respoa- 
■iUlity, and at the lajne time the purest and noblest attribute (^ the pro. 
rogative, to be equally just to all clusea ; oi^ as Mr. Howe <^ Novt 
Scotia expresses it, "fa huloa aU ^ueijortke geiteral goodt villumt 
r^eroKt to party," 

How, the question otM* kind of party gonrament, and the qaeitieB 
of the light of the Couusellora to he consulted on appointuents to offioei 
are as difierent as night is from day. Which of these question^ then, 
was the subject of " antagonism " between Sir C. Metcalfe and his lata 
advisers 1 Mr. Baldwin, in his explanation, represented the latter, and en 
the latter the houee voted. Sir C. Metcalfe asserts the former ; and I 
think I have above given sufficient reasons to erince the tratb of Ini 
Excellency's assertion. But I will appeal again to the direct and eqiuvo- 
cal testimony of his accusers, not only as to their construction of Retqioii' 
■ible Government, as meaning party government, but that that party 
govemmeut implies the exercise of the prerogative of patronage for the 
exclusive bene&t of one party, and that this was the primary and real sub- 
ject of antagoniem between the Goverqor-General and his late Couneel- 
leis. I qipeal to the letters of Mr. Hincks to the London Storwing 
- - - - ^ xepniuhed ind eudoned by the Cftfgua of ths Tawrto' 
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ftefonn Assooiation, Hr. Hincks gives the following intwpntitiOD of 
Keqwoeible GoTernraent, and the faflowing account or the antagonitm 
itferred to : — "l bave eabibliehed that the fact that the partiea to whom 
I Imto Fsferred Id a foimer part of tbia letter, are all pledj^ed to Respon- 
sible GovernnHnt as practised In England ; that is, to a parly govemtntTit. 
Sir Chiklbs Hbtcaub, od the other bind, is a determined opponent of 
MmA a ^rernment — sb a re/erenee tofaett teiUproet. It jb admitted on 
all hasd* that ^ipnintments to office were in ssTeral lustances made bj 
Us BseelleiKji without any consaltalioo with his Council, and (bese 
•ppcHDtmMits wer% in Atir opinion, pr^vdieial to their hifiuenet. I put 
it to yon, Hr. Editor, ia it in accordance with British practice, wbioh, 
tceordiag to Lord Durham, should be oar guide, that the patronage iff 
Aa OroiMt should be distrilHited so as to destroj the political influence of 
the ejHsttng ministry? It is truly absurd to put Boch a case. It could 
Bever be tolerated a moment by any ministry. And yet the present iKffl- 
cultiea in Canada, as well as in Nora Scotia, have been caused by an 
attempt to admiMster colonial govenimsnt oi> principles entirely incoB< 
■isteitt with repreeenlatire instrtntioos. Nothing would induce me to 
BUsfeiHeaaBt the views of Sir Charles Uetcalfe on this subject. I believs 
tliat His Excbuxsct cotrBciBimonsi.r dibappkovsb of PARTY GO- 
TERNUGNT, and that from the time of his Srst arrival in Canada, ha 
was determined to overthrow it. Hence his own expressioa, that <ha 
had observed 'an ANTAGONISM' between bis Council and bioself 
ftocn the time of his arrival in the country." (Copied from Ike Kingtlon 
CSiroiddt, Jamutuy Si.) 

Here then it is expreaaly stated that the subject of antagonism between 
Sir Charles Hett^tfe and his late advisers waa the queation of party 
gvvenment in retpecf to Ike rffitri&uften qfthe patronage nftke Crmen ; 
whilst Ur. Baldwin described ihatsubject of antagonism to be "the ques- 
tion of the right of Ike Council to be eotuuited m retpect to appoitttmenH 
to iffite." It is therefore as clear as that two and two make four, tkat Ike 
jte^tiiM at ttne between tkt late Cotaaellort and Sir Gtarle* Metcalfe uai 
tU)( thai tthiik Mr. BaMwin ttaied to the Boiue of ^xMoMy, and on 
tdudttkevote of the AtenMy wu predieated ; which is the proposition 
that I was to prove~« pcopositloa the facts of which ore without a prece- 
4ttit or a parallel in the history of Responsible Government. Comment 
(dMCDiss and enfeebles when the naked text itself is lunioous as a sdd- 
hietipt and speaks with the voice of thunder. Yet there is a peal still 
loudiei! in the Decent debate of the British House of C(»nmons— a debate 
which sHunpa wilik the- highest, authority vhe truth of every material fac^ 
the correctness of every view, and tbe justness of tiie watungs which I 
hava given in «7 iatcodnctoiy «ddnH wd prendiog sumbwB of tint 
ugtment. 
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P.S.^i]Btbrforelhecotnpletioiioftiisforegofai{rJt/U number of my 
dsTeDce of Sir C. Metcaire,yi)r the people of Canada, sgainst attacks and 
encroacbmenla as dangerous to their cooBtitutioiial rights as thej ar« Ut 
hi* character, I received the intslligeocc of the " great debate," or ntber 
Imperial expoBition of Canadian B&irti, and of the deternuDatioo of tbe 
British Goveinmetit respecting them. Had I been aware that so earljr, ao 
full, 80 unanimoua, so authoritative a vindication of Sir C. Hetcalfe, and 
BO comprehensive and unqucBtionable an expOHLtion and deciaion of tho 
qaeBtiona at isaue between his Excellency and bia late CauDaellore, would 
have been ^iven b; ber Majesty's Governmeat, I might not hate thus 
Toluniariljr incurred the labour and exposure of the present diaeiunoii. 
And the same consideration will induce me to abridge the aubaequent pHt 
of the discussion aa much as possible. When the authorities of the 
Empire speak on the question of their own conslitutiooal rights, it is 
superfluous and presumptuoua for me to reaaon and remonstrate. What 
I have argued was unprecedented and uncoDstitutional, the UDanimoua de^ 
■ion of the Home Government, — supported by Lord John RoHaell andUr. 
BuLiiBR, the adviser and supposed writer of much of Lord Durham's 
Report,— 4n]y oppoaed by Mr, Roebuck and Hr. Hume,— declared to ba 
unheard of and inconsislent with even monarchical iDatitutions, and ntterlj 
incompatible with the existing connexion between Canada and Great 
Britain. The liberal, the enlightened, the cautious Premier of the Britiab 
Empire, bos given all concerned clearly to understand, that the "power 
6r patronage" defended by SirCharles Metcalfe, aa the inviolate property 
of the CrowD, " was believed to he essential to the good government of 
Canada, and necatary, \fthe titae thould arrive, to mamtam the eomiciwit 
between the two couitiriet. 

It now remains for every man in Canada to take heed to hJB ways. In 
thia crisis he is d)out to stamp hie character for fature life and posterity. 
The Home Government assent entirely and nnreservedly to the Reapon- 
sible Government Resolutions of September, 1341, but not to Ihe anti- 
ReBponaible Government demands of the late Counsellors. A TeaiBtanca 
to the latter, Lord John Russell regards as " necessary for tbe mainte- 
nance of the connexion between this country (Great Britain) and the 
colony." The question can now no longer be blinked or evaded. Who 
is for Iha " maintenance of that connexion," and who ia against it 1 Who 
Is determined to lift up the weapons of resistance against the authorities 
of the Enlptre, for Ibe sake of spontaneous, causeless, unconstHulional, 
avaricious demand of party patronage, or reaped those authorities whosa 
utmost efibrta have been of late years employed for the benefit of Canada, 
and whoso utmost demand is a constitutional government of equal justlcS 
for all claoeefl of ber Hajesty's Canadian rabjects, and not « nrtoal rspiifr' 
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t of putjr &TonRtiaiii and putj aielanoa 1 Readei^ I 
bowoah yotx to BomiDe the ciitical ground on whick jou ue treadkii'. 
One stop too fu rained msn; ■ poor well-oaeuiiog gian in 1897. How 
muaj wkh thejr hid taken more head to their way brfoie that period I 
How nonf would g^adl; Eetnce the itepa into wbick they were ancon- 
atiamij led I But it ii too lat& It ■■ not yet too lata Tor aran a Toronto 
Aaaociationiat to aacape the gatheritig atorm, and hide hiniaelf fhim 
tiia overbaaging- cslamitie*, 

I doubt not but Sir Chaiies Metcaira will, with bia chaiacteristlc for- 
beannce and liberalitj, allow time and opportunity for these conciliatjotta 
nndfaitbrul waroinga of the Imperial anthoritiea tobefhllfnnderstood bj 
every man in the ProTince ; that when the time arrives for drawirg tho 
line of demarcation — if it muat at length be drawn— by [facing all admi- 
nistiative) and jo^ciil, and militia offices of tho country in the hands of 
thoae oaJy who will maintain the constituted autfaoritieaofthe Empire, no 
man may be taken by snrpriae— that no man may ba disroieaed from any 
official aituation, without the cleaTest evidence of his baring anayed him- 
aelf Bgainat the aapreme tribonals of the Empiie— of hia having done ao 
deliberately and wilfully— that there may be no dupeg, and no room for 
the pin (rf* ignorance which many mode who were implicated in the move- 
menta of 1837. But I hope the religion, the good aense, the patriotism 
of the people will duly appreciate the libeni and admonitory counaeiB of 
tbe BritMi Govemoient.— that no military provisioaa, nor Royal proclama- 
tioD% nor removala from official situations, may ba reijnired to suataJn the 
COMtitution as maiotained hy the aovereign authority ; but that the great 
majority of all clasaee will unite to maintain a constitutional and afihe- 
tionate oonnezion with the mother country, and a legitimate Reapoiuibla 
Oovemment, upon the principle* of aqual justice to all classes of h^ 
Majesty's Canadian aubjects. 



No. 6. 

Thojiflh proposition, which I am now to prove, is, " That Sir Charia 
^ffa^f^i itatemtnU iff hi* moat of Rt*poa*ihU Government involve a^ 
i^ U eontan&i n l\e Retolutioiu of the Houte ofAuembly, Septemiert, 
f &4); 9»4 '^ ^ critieiaiu of Mears. Baidtein, Bindea, Browif, iff^ 
Mav, m certain ofUt Exee^nejfi SepUet, are un/atr and unjiut." 
h 
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i'&«4 Is iM u eztrnplalB til* luatoir of E^buid, afow tlie a 
nMnt of the ■fatem of RaapoiHiblo GovemEoent in tm, or< mj Bdtuli 
nKHiBKh ever having hecDcalM aponlaezphuihisnewB rftbatajcten; 
tf bia Tevemice for it ; of bit adfaerenoe to it. I have never jet net with 
BD inatance in which tlw raonueh attempted to itate faia viem of that 
^■tem. I have not even found in an j Histoij of England, a dt/fii at mtt oC 
that ejitein, vaj moTO tEian I have met with a rf^JMiuni o/U/t, or matttrf 
or man himself. I have met with diBcriptions of each from their proper* 
ties, powBTBi and opemtions ; but have never learned the emeDtial natare 
of them. So I have read descriptiona of RaspoDstble OoveTwoent, bnt ira 
difinition of its etteiwe. I find British Rcsponrible GovemmeDt where I 
find the British Constitution, and the CommoD Law of England, not bl 
any i^rart, any act of Parliament, any plans of agreement adoptetl at t 
particular time between the sovereign and tbe people ; bnt in the pagH 
of British hiatorj, and in the practice of the British GavemmenU Tlw 
definition of anj port of a mtxM'form of government, must necessarilj ba 
vague and geoBiaL The different parts of such a form of government, 
ntz with each other, and f;annot be distinguished or defined with maths- 
matical nicety any more than you can distinguish or define the limits cf 
the difiareat colours in a rainbow. Re^finsibls Government is the prac- 
tice of that wiseA form of gaTermnent after a certain mode ; e, practice 
which incorporates itself with every part of that government, and thirefan 
less capable of an accurate definition than the constituent parts of tbe 
government of which it is the operating vitality. Mr. Bi.aej^ Frofesaor 
of LaW) did, therefore, maJte one aensible remark in his famous Toronto 
Association speech, when he nttered tbe following words : — "But^Si^it 
is said IhaA the queation of Respanaible Goveramant is vnd^fined ,- and 
knowing, as we do, that it is to operate on the ever varying combination 
of human afikire, weadmit that it uincopaileo/iJe/nttion, — tee tetknat 
U> dejine U. But we wholly deny that this principle, because incapable of 
wxmrate definilioti, is therefore of little practical importance, or mtereatt 
to the people of this Province. (Hear, bear, and cheers.)" Yet thia 
very Association, through its orators and organs, has denounced Sir 
Charlei Metcalfe, and sought to excite hoatilily against him throughout 
the length and breadth of tbe land, as an enemy of Responsiblo Govom- 
ment, because he has not accurately defined that which they themselvM 
here admit, by tbe lips of Professor Blake, to he " incapable of acciuata 
definition." Had Sir C. Metcalf^ therefore, never attempted to define 
what he meant by Responsible Government, he would have followed' the 
example of every monarch which has filled the throne of England from 
WUIiam and Mary to Queen Tictoria, and wonld have acted in accord- 
ance wldi the sentiment of Mr. Blakb, when he says, " tes tetkiM I* 
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' i^mi K" Btft fill Knellenef tna been n«dted (br montfae in tbb Pid> 
fines— ttOJ naetiO-j \>j Mr. Roebuck in the Honae of CommoBs in Bii{- 
lalid — beman be bu not ^ven an " acennto defloition oT the qaesti»n 
of Re«ponrible Gorenuneiit.'* Such 4a anotber ernnple of the conrnteoey 
«f putfl 

Whaterer Sir Charlea MetnlTe hu uid in expliining hii viewB of 
SMponaible GoTenineBt, he bw gone he^rond tba example of aoj Britidi 
Sorerdgn— beyond what hia coDBtitationsl duty lequired him to do, in 
order tcgcatiry the mshes and feelinga of the people of Canada. Th4 
peeent euhject of inquiry ie, are hia Excelleney'a expressed views in har- 
mony with the Reaolutiona af September, 1S4] T I affirm that they are^ 
for the folloving reasens : 

1. Th^ are declared to be so by the great statesmen in Eegland, all 
■^ whom recognize those reaolutioos u the practical basia of Canadian 
go* enment — all of whom declare the views of Sir Charles Metcalfe to 
be in liBnnany with those resolutions, and with the practice of British 
.Responsible Govemmont ; that hie Excellency, in the quarrel commeticed 
1>y the late Connsellora, has done what a British Sovereign should and 
woatd have done in aimilar circumstancea ; that the proposal or demand 
made to Sir Charles Metcalfe was such as no minister tiad ever made to 
his Sovereign. Now, one of the resolutions of September, 1841, declaret, 
" That the bead of the Executive Govereraent of the Province, being 
HtOiit At Umiti ^ki* Oovemment, the Representative of the Sovereign, 
n BBsrofisiBUI to Thb lifFBai.ii. AUTBoarrr alonb." The authority to 
which Sir Charles Metcalfe is "alone responsible," has declared that both 
his yiewa and practice are constitutional according to the resolutions of 
1841. The high conrt of appeal^ then, by which alone the views and 
psaetiea i^ bb Excellency can be constitutionally judged, baa decided that 
be M coDstitntionally right. To eontinae to resist himt therefore, npon 
the ground of those condemned allegatiooB, is a practical denial tf the 
aiHhority of that coart ; in other words, is a virtual declaration of iDd»< 
fuoAmea. Let the reader well ponder this all-important fiut, and the 
pnicsedings of the Toronto Association and its oigana. 

£. TheTtewsexpressedbyhlsExcdlencyonthesyBtemofResponsihla 
Oovsnmefit, are r^fsrded by the Houses of Assembly of New Bmnswiek 
waA Non Scotia— Incloding tiie Reformers of both Provinces— as con- 
«iateDt with the resolutions of 1S41, and as perfectly satisfactory. Hr. 
HowB — the fhtber of Responsible Government in British North Ammoa 
-•moved for the adoption and placing on the journals of the Nova Scotia 
Hooae of Assembly, the resolotions of IS41, and Sir Charles's reply to the 
tddiesi tt the Gere District Council, as the basis of tbe system of Respon- 
«Ma OovenuDent in that Province^ and u containing all that ha deaired. 
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Zho Tontito AModitiiiiili(s d«mud what th« lUAraain in tlw otkar 
I^oriucea of Brit Ml North AtDeriea do Bot sik ft*, Slid whftt tke Impsml 
uithcHiti«a deeltra U inconpfttible with raoDvchicU iDotitatioBa, uid with 
the ezisting coDDeZion between Qi»t Bntaie tad Caiwda^ Thu ii 
uother Uumpet-Tojce fact, which [ entreat the letim to considor deep^ 
beTore he foUowa the Torooto AMooJitionutskiiothei step. 

3. But K ctreTul ezaniination of what Str Charles Uietcalfe ha ■ti.titj, 
itrill demonat^to ihaftgreemenEof his views with the resotutibAs of 1S41. 
First, then, let those resolutioDs be stated and understood. They are ■• 
follows, a)s quoted bj the late CoonseUors in their comnlDDiciitioil to Hm 
Ckiveraor-Genenl ; 

"That the Head of the Esecalive Government of the Province, being 
within the limits of his Goremnient the Representative of the aoverelfrn, 
is responsible to the Imperial authorit; alune ; bat that, oeverthelesS) the 
management of our local afloiracan only beconductedbjhimibyand with 
the aBBiatance, counsel, and information of aabordJnate officers in the Pro- 
vince ; " and " that in order to preserve between the difierent branches of 
the Proviodsl Parliament that harmony which is essential to the peac^ 
welfare, and good government of the Province, the chief advicers of the 
Representative of the Sovereign, constituting a Provincial Administration 
under him, ought to be men posseasod of the csn&dence of th6 Represent- 
atives of the people, thus affording a guarantee that the well-underBtood 
wishes and interests of the people, which oar graciooa Sovereign lioa 
dedared shall be the rule of the Provincial Government, will, on all occa- 
sions, be faithfully rapreauited an3 advocated. 

Bneh are (he resalatians whieh <an ekUed the "UatrtthCiUaila^'dr 
Canada, and which Sir Chariea Hetctife ib ehaiffed ^jth haViUg ^riotUM 
(n practice and ifliheoiy. Letthe reader'eoiui^lUeiriDipdrt. DotlM^ 
imvolve any thing Uke the demhuda which I have AiiVnln the ^prtcedl^ 
piM;ofthladiflcneBion,the'lateGootiaeIloi«'a))d'lheToroQt6Aa8t)eIatiotiMl 
have made bf the GoverUor'^heral 1 ba they Imply Am tb^ TLvpm- 
sentative of the Sov««i^ must aiate beforAand his views at to his'filtA* 
policy in regard to appointments to offlcO, or any thing elae T Do they 
ita^y that he must come to some prevIbuBaaderBtao^ng with his admaft 
as to the principle npon Which the government is to be conducted 1 That 
be is to engage to aiake oaly oae kind of appointments ! That he ia te 
conaolt only with the leaders of the majority 1 That he is to have M 
Gorreapoodence witbperaonaonany aftbeajQUnef the Fiovjnce, rac^ 
through hia "chief adviaerat" Thathe ia to makenooflerofanappc^lC- 
iQent without consulting hia Council T Thit he ia nbl ev8n to ka* eAllat 
of the vamea of ajylicaiita fer i^Oe, txMpt ia the haada of tlM-Searcinf 
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«r tbo PNTinesT Tbkt be atudl apes to maka tiM ioloeDoe of Ua 
idnwia tbe nils of durtiibntiiiff the patron^^e of the Crowo T 

Af^, "do \Mo abOTv icscdaticms reqairaot' imply ItnA tho "ohiBfad* 
*lnnr of llie RepraMntatiT* itf tka Sorvrai^ ahooM be flmA «^ 
Stpartmemtt f I know that Lord DOrfaam'B Report rabommendi it, and 
tbat SirCtnrleaMelcaltts hia eitfrosMd bis optirion to the same leffeot. 
Birt do *lhe aboTQ roiotatiofis— oar Hol^Ba Cbuta^^-tbe only aatbaril7 
nieognized by the {>owti or HouM of Aweinbly-'-TeqKira it 1 Do tfaow 
rasolutionH mtatre that the "cbM' adviBers" of the Cromi ahall voMiat 
1^ thnse, or nz, or nine fodtvidaali t Do tbo«e TemtDttoM teqirire any 
Ibiog aa to ^ mode >of in tereodtae betwon tbe Crown and ita adtiaara f 

iF'urlbermore) do those resolutiont^ interpreted by the practice of men 
in vaHoua and lesa importaot poajtiooa in society, imply tbat no act wbat- 
•voT'-^ov ordinary soever— can be performed by the bead of tho Gzeco- 
gre ivithout the forraally espreeeed opiQioD of the CoDncH T la not Ibo 
ffancbunenta! prittdple — tbs public "gvarantw"— in'^oae msoIotiotnthiB: 
I'h&t the aJviaelB iX tbe CroWn sbatl consist 6f meli'wlio pAMBeoa tin 
tMSdetice of Parliatnent,— liaving « tight to rctiVe from office whetie7«r, 
ill their J«dgmetrt, the ticts of tbe Gxecutlve are not lo ttccardantw Villi 
file wiiboB of Parliament, and the ParliameDt Iming t right to iMIaenc* 
ftelr TeCnoral whenever they caontenaace a ^tolicy adverse to the {fubfls 
ineresta? Prom this it Is, I tblok, obvious, that the «drtsen Of tbfe 
Crown ahoaldbecompetMt and have the right df dfl^H; advice On evO^ 
act for Tbich they are i«apoanble— a right wbioh tbe Govctdot Genanl 
baa aa explicitly avowed «a any of tha late Counsellora. Bat it dees not 
thatefbre follow— taking usage aa aa iDteipretar— that any act perfoiBMd 
by tbe Crown without eoBsnltiog its adviiens ^ therefore, unconstiaB- 
tienal. A merohaat haa aa agmit ar'clerk ; aad atrict^ apeakiag, that 
mgmn or ol«A has no right to peifoiin any act mthoat the aaootion of 
Ut anqdojer ; yet ha«a»yperfonn muy acts (tf which tbat employer <■ 
Igmwant notU after tbay are performed; but he ia nevorthriflaa reapoaaible 
i«r those aola, and in moA caaaa voltfotarily ado{)ts them after tbay art 
thtu perfonned. And if a& agent or a cterk can do ao aa a natter of 
MmmoD uaage ud neceaaary oonvenienoe^ may not a 'Governor do ao 
«ithoat the aottial advice of biiowBBubordiBaUidioasI TboM officen 
Mold aaaniae the 'acts of tbe Governor in cotber of two wayiau~l^ ratoa^ 
^ wa rfilgrtheB^ 01 by odopHttg them, after they wete Iperiormed. Tb«]p 
MAld^t alike voiimtaii^ in both oaaea ; and thanftn then would te 
Ao ToffK ha^dahlp in tbe one caaa thtfn In tbe otfaei. It haa heaa>rqm- 
Mated aa a hardtiiip (bra nan to'be held re^onaible for an act that bt 
did^ot-adfiaa. it -woold be-ao tf 'hia wapbnaibJay wwe wayitfioty. Bat 
a»M ■4tiiNi)f the OrtfWB, no inn Vted «e *a«fOBMUe.f«r«i EaeoHtiM 



l;,1...00^^IC 



■d,— ritbar Man or iftar •ecomirfiiliinait — nnlm it dueau, Ht 
eaa ntire Btom office an; hoar be pleuei. WhU Is done fVom ipob- 
tnwoui choice cannot be w, hudsUp. But nppoae tiiOM offieen vnre to 
ezpefiwiee incoDvenienca u well m mortificatioB fVom their rojml miilBr 
iobig ute withoat th<ir advice, and were to epprin him of it and infimn 
hin that on the occnneoce of Mmibu' acta th^ dioaU feel it thefr doty 
to retire from fail eounwia, and then await the derelopement of his fatort 
poliey hj bia acta— thia wonid be right and conatitutional ; bnt for them 
in addition to demand of him an engagement or nndentanding that ke 
woold do nothing without their adricc^ and eren nothing conttatj to it 
wbn given, wwld be becotning dietaton or tttpniator* to, inatead t£ 
adritert qf, the Crown — woald be going ont of Ibeir own province and 
invading that of the Crown — would be insulting its dignity, inrading ita 
tnoAwD, and reducing it to a "tool." 

In theae remarks I have anppoaed a case as strong as that which the 
late ConnaeUora have alleged against Sir Charles Uelcalfe ; and even in 
inch a caaeg it will be oeen that they have not acted constitutionally. 
Bat be it recollected that hi* Ezcellencj denies ever having made an 
s^Kuntment without the knowledge of one or more oF his adviaan. In 
K deapatch to the Secretary of State for the Colonies, dated December 
18, 1849, his Excellency m^ "Huit he did not reeeUtct of a $ingU 
iutamee in tebiA Ac had made an oppoiwAnmC wiAoid bang premondjf 
made aeguaiated viik their lentimemii on the migeet," 

Bat let ns now consider his Escellency'a own teorde on the Babject of 
Reaponaible Oovenuneot— words most explicit, yet roost ahamdblly per* 
rerted and mbrepreseeted by his aceasers. Not aeefaing to shield him- 
Mlf nnder the reserve <it prerogative hia Excellency has anequivocally 
■tated hia aentimants l¥om tiie first dsy of the dispute. In his ptvteat 
against the lata Tonnsellors' intended explanation, he says— «3^ 
Ooneraor Oeneral nAicrAet entirdy to the Reaotutimt qftke LegUatiM 
Auembly of ike Srd Septemier, 1841, and eonrider* any oAer tyttem nf 
GtMermnent hut that wUefc reeogmzet ruponaOdlity to the people, and It 
&e Stpreaeniaihte JiteetMy, a* impraetieabte m ttu Provinee," ThiM 
waa as mnch as Lord Sydenham, who wrote those resolutinw, ever aafd 
— «a much as Sir Charles Bagot ever said. Such a declaration from tfaa 
Crown ia all it could say to any nation or people on anch a subject. The 
late Counaelion ibemaelvea, in their intended expIanatitHi, admit tint 
« Bit CceeOnuy diiatowed any inUntion of aitering Ae amrte qf iiifwi 
nUratlon of pubUe affairt iMA he found on hit arrieai m Conadafi 
Yet have they, notwithstanding, held him np to the pabUe aa an enemy 
of Reapon^le Oovenment, and as seeking to subvert the coB>tittitJOM| 
Owtrtiei of the people of Canada! Sir C. HetcalA has b snoe iMtaaoM 



..L.OO^^IC 



gif tB tvea * detailod e^KMiUon of hifl Tfmn of ftnponribto 0«miunent< 
I.will ■doct mid emiuiQ Uie paper which hMbwn tbeeabjeotof tbs 
noM niAir and m^uit oiilidHii. I refer to bii nplj to tbe addroM of 
tlie Gore District. Ooe phrase of a loog pongrapb of thia re|d j baa beeo 
the ntgect of colamns of criticism in tbe Banner, and Qlobe, and Exa- 
MJB«r newapapera, and by Mr. Boldwia and otbero, whilst they have not 
M much ta alluded to award of all iho rest oFtho entire paragraph. Tbe 
whole paragiaph {evfry word of which I beg the reader to weigh) is u 
follows : "Bat if jou mean that tbe goTercmeDt should be administered 
Mcording to the well understood wishes and interests of the people ; that 
tbe resolutions of September, 1841, should be faithfuUf adhered to ; that 
Itifaofild be competent to tbe coancil to ofier ad?fce on all occadoiUfl 
wfaetber as to patronage or otherwise ; and that the Governor shonM 
MMive ft with tbe attentioa due to his constitutional advisers ; and con- 
aolt with them on ill cases of adequate importance ; that there should ba 
ft cordial co-operation and ejmpatbr between bim and them ; that the 
Council should be responsible to the Provincial Parliament and thapeo^] 
and that when the acts of the Governor are such aa tbej do not chooaa 
to be reeponaihle for, they shall be at hberty to resign ; then I entirdf 
agree with fou, and see no impracticahilitj in carrjing on Hespenaihia 
Government in a colony on that footing, provided that (he respective par- 
ties engaged in the undertaking be guided bj moderation, honest pnipoaei 
common sense, and equitable minds devoid of party spirit." 

Now, after much reflection and careful examination, it is mj firm belief 
that the above paragraph contains not only the essentials of responsible 
government, bat a more full, more explicit, more detailed, more practical 
lecognition of that sjstem than is contained either in the naked Resotu- 
tions of September, 1841, or in Lord Durham's Report, or even in both 
docnmenta taken together. Nothing bat the most downright party inia* 
net, and party feeling, and party criticism, could give it a different inter. 
fetation. Well thererore have the Toronto Aaaociattonists and their 
rity organs kept out of sight every port of that paragraph except a steg^ 
phrase ; well have they snatched that phrase from its natural eonnectioi^ 
ud perverted it from its legitimate meaning. The first article of their 
ened ia party t and therefore truth, and reason, and justice must snc 
eiunb to party. Biit su[^H>sa the system of interiffetatlon adopted in ttU 
imtance by Uessrs. BaUwin, Hincks, Brown and others, were adopted in 
interpreting even the inspired Scriptures themselves, what might not 
tlum saued writings be made to say 1 Stqipase even a vera*— mn^ 
mere a phroae-^were torn tVom the context, and interpreted irraspectivety 
of that context, — n*y,. interpreted n aa to contradict ttat context, whst 
icrtof a Bible would we hn«t .Wlwteoitrf' doetrinoa wonU ittetd^ 



.,^,oo.^lc 



88 

« nibw wonU U K^ tOKh f yotsochii ttw^tooM^or ii 
pMCttMd by tba uonaeri of Ui Ezeollvior in Mspeet to tbu nfij md 
otlMa of bw wflim oo vriuBh it MMy not b« nacwwr in tbia uipuMut 
teiMtodwflU. 

Let the reader eandjdtj conaidar whit the GoTsraor GeoenJ Joei 117 
ud Wbei «al ny in the aboTO quoted pangmph. 

It will be obserred tb»t be r«fqra throughout to his epnucil or adviMn, 
in thehr collective c^wcitj. 

It will alee be observed] that Ite curaTuU}; apd oleaiiy di«tiiigiualm 
Mw^en lib«tr eow^utmeg or righ(, sa4 M* oiHgatM* ; tW tii« farnWT 
«(teod« to "vdvice OD oH occBaian% whether m to patnmagt «r othft*- 
wm f that the latter extcoda to " t4 CMW of atlequqt^ importfUGf).'' 
Yet hw the OaverBor Qeoenl been charged thr^oghAut wtth Iwvify 
denied the ri^ of advice to hi? late CismMUorB, 

It ia the phmae *> euae at adequate importaiMe,'' which has been per- 
M*M and made ■• nueh capital of by the AjRvdationiata. Let ne 
Miwiin il, bettiffe we pcoeeed to the otiter parte of his Excellency'e reply. 
The accyaeei of hii E«c»llepoy repfcaent that he to to bethe jadge ofthe 
Mmmm of adaqaM« in^toitance," a?id tbweTtne that in the exerciee of tb« 
■ndpflned dieeretion which he thoa reKrves to hioiMlP, he <Mn swamp the 
wkolp eyitaw of neponaiUa governnieat. This I entirely deny. I deny 
tt not merely "upoq aqthori^ f bat I tSOta that his Ezoolleiicj can be 
the jndge of the " cases of adequate" only id the mitiatory port of an 
Executive aet, but that ultimately and eeseDtially the Couneil Husmselif^, 
fttherJn their eoUective or iniitpu/ua/ capacity, are the judge of "all eases 
of «de<ji^le importance^ ia whit^ their advice shall or ^all not he giv^q, 

J« tl)4 IW«c«diDg (fqarth) wiRitwT of tUs argiwiaat, I adverted to tlw 
Aft tlwt fwp mfiki»i* M Veen adopM is the diatribution 1^ patronage^ 
JBlJwated i> tl|e foUb^Wg words <^ bis Eseelleucy's protept : "Ho 
ifggtfi^ t4 1^ qwnbw pf Atweiplomita made ^ faisa or the recosuMntf. 
flifim<tffiH>Qimi^mmfimkinofili»Atir dbpibthbntu tapaeiljf.'i 
Ptff* thWb >n "aWMof »4etwM inperUmne,' the "reeommeBdatiod of 
^ (OfowtT mi fiRP* ; in ffOMn Mf of adequate inpartawn," the 
waa in aw>d*li«» ^ iodilWHiri "w wn barapf to CAuixdi in thao'defiart. 
IfMiMtl atenoKj" imi Wttail 9fm : a dialiMtioa nndentogd v>d anted 
UPW kj (b» Uto C(W>MlUQra tto p e e lv M . Now, tide dutipctiaK tte 
(Jl^rww QMNUal expnMitF Btwo* in the fbnaer psit of this saow Mfif 
|a4|M aa4Km «f 4w GoM Dwtiiet OoumI, aid ta whieh be of covree 
W^ in Af J^mm VMhl fWlHid«^w. He aayi, **if yon mqao tba« 
«mrT(qj4«|t4Awd<(irib»<i»reRi« ia to ha pwvieBaty avbanttod fer 
^ «^1J<» flfttoCwwili tiwi roB furpoM »h«l, beridoa Mug ODMew- 



•oDBUtsntlj with the Aue deepBtcb of bosiaass." Here then is the Yvf 
loctriiM of tlM h«r«lic*l and awful phrase "caHs of adequate iraportuice.'' 
How, what doei Mr. Hincke, in b^olf of hiuuelf ud eolleaguw, Mf in 
ngud to thia vary doctrine 1 In hie review of Hr. Vigor's |NnlphIe^ 
page m he Mje-^" Eony oMmber of tbe late CoumU wu aa well swan 
M the QoTeroor can be, that it ie ' pbjraically impoenble to nuke ronnal 
leTeience to ihe Goencil of erery matter that comee tip for deciuon ;' nor 
dji (My of thtm detire nek a tgitan to be praelUed, Ererj net [oot 
eoovenationj of the Goreraori however, miut be conununicated bf liia 
weretarj, and (hat secretarf ^ould be a reBpooaible miniatar, thoraughlj 
Mqoainted with the policy of the admiuiatration of wliich he is a member, 
and ctqwbie of adviaing the Governor on every subject not q/" rufidaU 
MperbMM [or not of "adequate importanca"] to be referred to tbe 
CotmeU, If tbe eecretarj recommenda any step, which for his own nka^ 
be will Dot dot hii coUeaguea will of couree hold him lespoaaible to 
them." 

Thii then is the identical doctrin^ expressed In almost the identical 
words, which the Governor General stated in hla reply to the address of 
the Gore District Council ; and the phrase, "cases of adequate ImpoT- 
tanc^" in the latter part of that reply, fi a mere recognition of that 
doctrine in hisExcelleDcy'aavowedconraeofproceedlDg with bis Council. 
Neither the Governor General, nor any other person that I have heard o( 
has ever otherwise than professed that " every act of the Governor must 
be communicated by the secretary, and that secretory a responsibia 
minister;" and I can further atate npon tbe unquestionable authority of 
that secretary (as he will doubtless state in Parliament), that no act of 
<he Governor bos been communicated except by him, sbce tbe reslgaatioD 
of Hr. Harrison. I have heretofore shewn that it was impossible that 
any act of the Governor Cieneial could otherwise than be coouDunicated 
hf the leaponaible provincial secretary, aa he alone kept the seal of the 
Provioce, the stamp of which wa« necessary to tender any decision of the 
Qoremor Qeneial an act. That gentleman can, and doubtless will, stats 
that Bueh has been the invariable practice without exception. 

Bat I am not yet done with this ^used phrase, " eases of adequat* 
importance." In a preceding number I have ehewo that admitting—. 
«Mitrary to &et, contrary to the declaration of his £xceIIeDcy--the very 
worat con*tnictio& that his accnsen have sought to put npon his mode cf 
making af^^tments ; auppoeing him to have decided npon makiiv aa 
afqmitftment wilboat knowing the sentiment! of any roeuber of the 
Cmndl {the reverae of which hia Excellency aUtea to Lord Stanley) 
n^wcting it, his purpose eonid not become an net except tbrongh hie 
M 
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n$pom!llt aout^Mj, ueordfag to the ioottiito of the Uts OouoirikMr 
tfaoiiMlnar u rtsttd b^ Mr. Hincks in Um puNge kbora quoted. On 
ncdnng MiHUMtioo, or dirantioa •■ to thkt p unw tw or detenniMt t ioa^ 
the PB» y uM i h l« MCKluj eodd, if be tbooght it »oi e *'c«m of ndeqiuta 
fanportMKS^ to rehire fbrtber ceranaonjr, mike ODt the comaiiMoa toi 
■ffiz the oflkid seal to it ; or, if be tiiougUit i "eaee of ■deqneteimiKV' 
taDce,''becoiMgoBnditatelMTievB to the Gorenwr Genend bimeelf 
nepacting it ; or, if he thought it ft *■ cue of ftdeqnalo importftme," be 
could taf it before one or kU of bis aolleagin* ; and if ther thought it ■ 
"cms of ttdequftte knportBne^" ibej eoaii eend one or two of their 
number, or go in a body to hia Escatlmcy, kiid otkm tbeff advioe ud 
mnomtrence, and if tbey tfaongfat it a " ewe of sdeqaete importaace," 
ofier their rea^&tion. It hi dear then, thnt the nhole ^estiati of "^eaiee 
of adeqaateimportftnce," isuttimatelf ind eutatiaUy iu the hands of the 
CoDnsellon tbemadveH, and onty in an initiatory nod aubotdinate degieo 
hi the hands of tite Excellency. 

Thie mecDorable pfaras^ therefore—" eases of adequate inqiortance"^- 
lespecting which bo much diareputable criticism has been employed, and 
■0 many scandalous attacks have been made upon tbe Govemoi General^ 
i> the mere mention of a fact in tbe voiking of responajble goreriiineQt, 
which, as seen abovei the late Counsellors themaelvea hare admitted, and 
which every man of common understanding must admit who feoows any 
thing of the practical operations of that machinery. But party selGshnew 
and spirit — as it does not heaitale to stretch forth the hand and lay bold 
oftheforbiddea fruit of prerogative power — will seiEe upon any phrase 
kowerei just, and wreet it from any connexion however essential to its 
meanti^i itnd place upon it any construction however arbitrary and unjust, 
in order to advance the intoests or the great Diana of party. 

Ttius much then on the ever-to-be'Temembered phrase, "eases of adff- 
qoftte in^NJrtance," of which I hope we may hear do more until all other 
"caaesof adequate importance*' shatl have been disposed of. Iiet thv 
reader with me pause, and ponder upon the irnport of each of the otker' 
phraew in Sit Charlea HetcaUe's reply to tiie Gore District CouiKit. I 
repeat them again — *' that the goverameat Aould be adminittered aecord- 
iggtothe weU laderttood viUha and inttrals of the peojple ; — That ike 
^ttdttiim* of StptepAer, 1&41, thouid be faUhfuUy adhered to f^^^hat it. 
^tmld be competeiU to the Couaeil to offer advice on alt oceaaaiu, uAethtr 
Ht to patronage or otkerteUe ;—and that Ike Governor Aoald receiee it 
ut'lfc Ike attrntion dvt to hi* coiutilutional admtert ;—4hal there Aoald be 
a cordial eo-operatian and n/iapa&y bttweeit Ujp and them i—jtbj.t -nm 
ComtUb BBODLD BA RBaFOBSIBLB TO TBB PftOVlflCUl^ PjJlLUKBirX ^I^ 
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v^ Psopu i— i4itB 7Bt.i WHIR tarn ACTS or m GovmiM ds BQdt 
«a XHSi DO HOT CHOOSE to bb sBsreiraiBLB im, thbt jhosui bh 4T 



Ifl it possible fbr the EDfrlish Itogna^ to e^qwesa a more complete 
ncagDJIion of the sjatem of responsible {OTerameot than is contained i»_ 
these phrases 1 Vet to not one of them have the accuaen of Sir Chirlet 
HetcaU^ or any of the orators oT tl^s Toronto Association, made th« 
•lightest refeieoce, anj more than if thej were not in existence ! Is this 
doing as they wohU be done hyt Is this fair T Is this tefling the whole 
truth T Is this acting the part of candid and trath-lovin; men T la it 
moHag with a true regard to the good government and 1>B3t interests at 
fb* countrj 1 Or is it not acting with an utter recklessness of every 
thing except the Moloch of party t Wooid the reader like to have hfa 
VOrds and acta interpreted as those of the Representative of. the Bore- 
reign have been interpreted b; hia accusers T No Governor of Canada 
. baa ever avowedly attached so much importance to the Council, and oo 
fully st^ed the neeeaaity of conatantly coneulting. them, as Sir Chaiiei 
Metcalfe. So much so, that in his reply to the addreaa of the inhabitants 
of Euseell, hia Excellency aaya — " No Goveraoi could dream of adminil- 
tering the goveraoient of ibis Province without constant conaultation 
with his Coancil. Every Governor maat be senaible of the advantage 
that he would derive from the aid, advice and information, of counsellOTa 
and heads of departments in whom he can' place confidence. But that ie 
not the question at issue. Ifit wer^ or if it had been, the country would 
not have been troubled with the present dispute. The demand of the 
iHAy K«w oOstraotlDf her Msjeaty'a government is, that the Gnertfor, 
whB ib rapiMiAle to his Soveraign asd the ftitiah natioB tat the welAA 
dt Ca&adi^ is with ratpeet tb tiie govermnrat of this eooBtry to be k 
■MraeDlit]r, er in other words to be ■ suheenrient tool 6f iny par^ tla* 
may aoqeire » tMoportry aacendency. To this I cmM wrt aad nevai etm- 
m^^t. "PhiaWmihe meaning of tbeetlpuhitionsdMmidMl ofme^rtad^ 
wUoh my duty W the Orovn rendered catnpliaHee wtth-impMslble." 

' Ky conclasjoa, therefore is, "Tbat Sir Charles Metcalfe's etatemeiif 
4t1&s Views of Reaponsible Oovemment, Involve all that Is eontaineid U- 
tln reaolntioiM of the Hooae of AaMmbly, September 3, 1841, and thM 
flia criticiams of Merara. Baldwin) Hinck^ and othera^ on cettatQ of btt 
IBxcelleney's replies, are ontiur and anjuat." 

' Now, let the reader mark the profeaed object and real eondutt of the 
leaders of the Toronto Attodalioti. In their late address to the people 
of Canada, they define their object to be as follows : 
- "Our ebfsot a, that the Qevemor ahoold heve adv is iwi that theW' 
Aottid kifftt Um «oafi4a>ce of the people's repMMl*atiTe»t4bM tlHQt 
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AcnU b0 atrletir re^xnidbl* for ill the KCti of tba Ezecotif* GonnmMtf 
vhila the7 conttnue to bold office." 

9«icti ii the pnftmtd ottject oT the Toronto Aewcution. Now, hu 
tlie GovernoT-GeDeral denied tbie t Hoi ha not aMerted it in mort ex[£eit 
tennfl T Why tben are the Toranto ABsociBtioniatB at war with him I I 
UUirari becauae their real object ia aa diSbrent from their frofi**ei 
abject M night ia froin day. TTiti/dare not itaia Ikeirrtal tUgtet ia 
wirdt. Their prc/rurd object before the people, ia Responaible Go*era- 
men in aa moderate terma as Sir Charlea Metcalfe himaelf has emfdoyed.' 
Their rtal object — as interpreted by their atipalating demuds npon the 
QoTernor-General — [a Heaponsible Government in ft aenae that would 
make the Crown a " tool " in the handa of a port; ; or in a eenae, as ths 
Imperial QoTemment emphatically declare, would nnhe "Canada a* hide- 
pttdent repi^Ue." Hence the moderation of their worda in the paasaga 
above qnoted ; and hence the immoderation of their acts, as at war with 
the Govemor-Oeneral and her Msjeaty's Government. Action! epeak 
louder than words. The aordt of the Aaaociationists prove what I have 
lifted, that the Governor-General avers and maiotaina all that the people 
^ Cjiqada ^nderstaod by Responsible Government ; the past and preaent 
dcttoiM of the fate Coonsellore prove all that the GoTemor-'GetierBl has 
alleged respecting them. If they have no other object in view than what 
tbey have ^leve explained, they have no canae for war with the Britiab 
Goverament. Their beings at war with the Britlah Government, provea 
^•t they have some nlterior object in view. 

A ftw words in reply to olijectione. It haa been objected tliai lib 
Excdieney had observed, shortly aftw bis arrival in Canada, an "antigo* 
tmrn" between htm and his lata advieere on the principle opcm which th* 
pKtroDaga of the Crown should be distributed, and that be never diacloeed 
it until the intnviewa which took place on Friday and Satnrday tiw Sttk 
•■d SSlh of November. Thia is most honoorable to his Exeetlency, umi 
ta one tf the cirmimatancee of bis public life that will enhance his repute 
tion in the cstimatios of the future historian. Few British mtmarcbahMr* 
been so considerate of the feelings and inQu^ice of their adviaers as not 
to let it be known when their feelings were hostile to the policy recom- 
^anded by thoee advisers. Even "good Queen Aone'' did not hesiMa 
fo let it be known that she regarded the advisers whom she disliked, m 
km "enemiee ; " nor did the Georges, First, Secopd, Third, and Fooith, 
conceal Iheir "aDtagoniam" with certain adviserq and ministries, to whoiq. 
peiaonally, or to whoae policy they were oppoaed, Jt was notongim 
throughout the nation that there was an '■ antagoniam " between Willi#ai 
IV, and fail advisers, from 1333 to ISST ; that he availed hinuelf nf Ito 
gfiij opportoaity that praeuilad Itarif, i& IS84) to gat tid of then ; tlpst 
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ttootii tiiajr ««« rMtorad, tod continued ia office adtil bii death, jrat 
tt»t dnriDir Um last three jeara of bia life eipeciolljy hli " antagoDiiin " 
With than wu InvMenite, and the papen teemed with " pubh'c inDioun," 
aDdevraezMnpleeofit. Id EngUnd, such ui "antigoniBm" or even (he 
*f pabtienimoura" of it, baa never been considered aiufficieot ground of 
miniiterial Tewgnation, or even of public complaint. A« long as a mini^ 
tor's advice, as to acta, is bo far Bnented to bj the Crown »a to eoabll 
fatm to retain the conSdence of Parliament, be c<mlinaeB in office and 
eounsels the affiiirs of the nation, whatever maj be the personal feelings 
of the Sovereign, or the "public rumours" of his feelings. But did Sir 
CharleB Metcalfe subject hli late advisers to each a drsadvantage T Sap- 
poae he had avowed this " antagoniem " against conducting the govern- 
ment upon puij principles, as to the distriboiion of patronage, shortly 
after he arrived io Canada, would it not have damaged their influence and 
Bieatarest Would it not have given a great advantage to their oppo- 
nents 1 IHd not the lata Counaellors make use of his Excellency's naoM' 
in flverffonn to atrenglben tbemeelves and weaken their adversariea T 
Whenthen did his Excdiencf acknowledge and avow this "antagonism f 
Onl/whsn the late Counsellors, not content with adiising him on acU 
and measures, announced to him fonnaJlf the principle of party govera- 
ment in the distribution of patronage, and demanded of him to enter Into 
ft*'etipulation,''or, as Mr. Hincks expresses it, " cane lo an luutenlamd- 
JBf on certain points^" (bat he would not in future make " appointment! 
pngadicial to their influence." His Excellency refused to'^come tomdk 
•D oadentanding ; " and then, and not till then, did he expreas hie 
"antagonism" to thejuinciple of party patronage, which he bad obaerred 
gftveming their recommendations to otfice, from his first arrival ia tin 
Province but to wliich his formal assent was then for the first tin» 
demanded. Hitherto, without discussing or alludiag to the party prinej- 
[dc which he had noticed influencing their advice a* to patronage, he bad 
considered each case on its own merits, and sought to meet the wiriiee 
and support the influence of bis advisers, as far as possible, both in abstain- 
ing from and in making appointments. But when the principle — the 
newly-avowed, the fklse and unchristian principle — was brought befom 
him for his sanction, that the prerogative might be bound to the car oT 
party, ha avowed his " antagonism " to the principle, and asserted, on 
behalf of hia Sovereign and her Canadian subjects, the prerogative of juaa 
tiee and inqiartialitj to all claaaes and parties. With what commandiajr 
il^ity and aotbority to the conscience and soul of imcormptad man, 
4oea thi* parental and divine principle— this principle avowed and eon. 
t eafcd fvt by Reformers in Canada daring the last twenty years— contrast 
with the aelfish, the ignoUe and ignobling principle laid down by Ur. 
QioekiH tba ftwdamental priwriple cf (iu) represmtotim govenmten^ 
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nhsn In rderence to IUb tbtj uiUgonam, ha «g% ta hi* filM Mtar bt' 
the London Monuag do'aiticle, " 1 adroit the good itftaniioiia of the 
GoTernor, but I am Srml; parmnuled that do lepramatatiTe govemiMrit 
Ota be conducted onleaa on part*/ priiieq>ltt." Wfaeie the piincqilea tt 
a goTernment are veilj, there puty miut be the first iateresta in th» 
stats ; and where party ia the Snt Interest is the etatey the Lord have 
tnercj upon all who are not of the domimuit partj, and sway wilh fh« 
prerofatlve. This doctrine is the very antipodes of oonstitational mft- 
uarehy — does not ereo attain to the nrtua of repuhlicanlBUk— is tfao rery 
eseeoce of oligarchy and of domoeney— the democracy of Athens whea 
o»lraci»m waa in the ascendant— tba democracy <^ Baglaod n^en tVssi 
uwU seized the Crown — theoligarchy of Athens when the Tldrly Tjffamtt 
roled— the oligarchy of England when the Earl of Leieattr atid tvtmty- 
&ree tthert got the prerogative in their own bands, by exacting k " stipn^ 
ialion" to that eS&A from the feeble Henry III. El is the doetrin« that 
«roight gives right." But of thia goTemmenl "on party princfpla^" 
Aore in another number. 

It has also been objected, that bis GzcelleDcy did not act court^oOsty 
towards his late Counsellors, and that ho sought to undermine and destroy' 
tbelr influence. The laet part of thia objection has received a partial 
answer in the remarks just made, but shall presently receive a more fhll 
BiMVef. As to the courtesy of Sir Charles Uetealf^'s conduct towoMg' 
his late adviaers, their Own testimony at the time of their resignatiiji], lit 
At ample refutation of the inainnatioitt which some of themselTM hafv 
Mbsequently made for " party purposesi" Hr. HfDcks«sncl(ided bin irW 
letter tn reply to Hr. Bucbuait, in the rbilowing- words : 

'' 'fhe ojdy feeling that J, or any of fity XiiXt coUeagua eOn ealtrUin 
lotoardt kii Exedlenty, U one of gratUude for tie tmroRH COCKIBst 
trfM lehkh ae teere treated by Aim, up to the latt mamenf that we luUt 
qffiee." 

And if the eoartesj of Six Charles Metcalfe was such towards Hr. 
Hoicks as to command his gratitude, to the exclusion of every other feel- 
iag, no one will believe that his Excellency ever treated any other member 
of his Council with discourtesy. 

Then, as to His Excellency's having sooght to nndcnniDa and destroy 
the ioflneiMe of his l^e advisers^ )at the fsUowiitg tets be MmadercKL t-> 
ji His Excellency snSered no man in Canada to know that km had aaji 
^ aatagoaiBin " whatever with them eo any sidijeot, down to the very «<r* 
of thair reognattofl. 1. When they were reflected dpoe in aa addtMk 
fkom some part of the Homo District, His ExaeUency r^elled the vdboAsa^ 
te <he great adnoyance of the then oppoMtien prass ia Cahaday-*4 h i»w 
0fw Ihesi ths'ihlsld ef his protootiimas "eniiriMindiniiitk" fmammii 
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llli fnaflilnnnn and tkU of Ibo coimUy— in retain for wbioh, tame of thov 
Hynimm t indin&iali " bttn nnittaa His Excellency with the clurge, not 
calf of despotimi aid tfmmj, but even i^ wilflU falsehood. Tbs 
Qorcnior-GMeral bad vUd, that tho late Conncil aoaght to reduce the 
tioniBoi to the condUion oft. cjpher ; to which Mr. HJncka haa replied^ 
tfait «No one knowi better than Bir Oiarla MeUalfe, himtelf, that tiu 
l^ Jfifnub^ lutAer atlatgited «ar d«*irtd to reduce ike Qooemor to th* 
miidHivn qf a mere ejffker." S. The GoTernoT-Gcoeral has exercised the 
ptfrrrg" of the Gnnrn to aa amaaing exteet, in favour of the influencfl 
of Iw kte adnaeifc TlwydMiredtaatrangtheutheif powerin the Legia- 
Ulrra -Council t aa a direct pubUc compliment and fsTour to Mr. Baldwin, 
Hia fizoeUancgr i^commanded the elevation of Mr. Baldwin'a veuerabl* 
and TCBcrated father to the Legislative CcHmciL His Excellencj also 
neonimsnded the elavation of aovaral others of the party of the late 
Gouna^lna, (Uid amoofat others, the famous Captain ^Iniilius Inyui^ 
who has cbaiasteristioall; retomad this act of Hia Excellencj, b; not 
norely oi^^Ming his meaanies, (which he has an undoubted right to do,) 
but b>7 booomiiv ^^ motit violmt and abnaive of His Excelleacf'a 
aasailanla. Further, aa a general r\de, Hia Excellencj has distributed tb» 
patronage of tbe Crown so as to favour Ifie influence of his late advisas. 
The inatancee in which be has diasented from their advice, have been the 
txa^tumt to the general rule, and of minor importance. M j proof of titia 
^flwrtioQ is as follows: — Hia J^icellpQCf isaerta it in hia protest ; bis late 
advisers did not deny it. In some of the addresses presented to His 
ExceUencj, the partial distribution of patronage in favour of the partj 
of tbe late Couocil, was Btianglj' complained of, wbich called forth Iha 
feUowing remarks from His ExceUencj, in his replj to aa address fVom 
Scaibaroagh : — " Your complaint of the distribution of the patroaage of 
tjis Crown for partj purposes, daring the time when the gentlemen of tbe 
late Executive Council were in office, bears testimonj to tbe extreme 
attention wbich, whether I was right or wrong in so dojog, I paid to their 
ncomineu^BXioia ; and jet) atrange to saj, wbile I have been accused of 
mb^ervieecj to thck partj exclusivenesa, the alleged ground of tbeir 
tesignatiDn wa^ that I presumed to use my own discretion, ij^ 
the exeicite of that branch of tbe Itoyal Prerogative ; and on tha^ 
pretence alone, they and tbeir partizans have since endeavoured to 
atcite the people to persoual hostility against me, by unfounded asaertiona 
<^my ^Qial of that system of responsible government, to which I hav^' 
i^peatedlj declared K>y adberenc?." And, as to tbe character of tbs 
^pointments not of the party of tbe late Council, great ef&xta ba^ff 
b^n made to magnify their importance. But to th^ a hundred-timos- 
leiterated statements I will oppose the testimon; of Uio Honouiable R. B> 
Sdllivaif, President of the late Council, who, in bis expUoatoiT speechi 
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Id the ijtgUtiw Council, NimnilNr fl^aineMid UmMif AmtiW 
"THE APPOINTMENTS CERTAINLY WES£ TatPUNG."— ■ 
ThsM fire words, from the ei-CouiiBellon UtenualTe^ by the mouth of 
their Proaident, more tbnn nulliij their five end tHSoty colnmiu of tbeii 
■abeeqneot declaretioae against Sir Chmrles Metcalfe, for baring pnTatrad 
theit oppoaenta to very important ■ituations. From their own coDfeMoii^ 
it i« clear that the importaiit appointmenta were given to thnrfrieiid% 
and the only appoiatmenta of wbicb Chef could complain " certainl j wen 
triSiog." Had the CioverDpr-Cienenl aougiit to damage the infloenea ef 
die late Council, he would have certainly conferred upoD their oj^oMit* 
ether than ■' trifling appointments." Thii acknowledged fact, prove* to» 
demoDBtratioQ that His GxcelleDcy paid the greatest respect to the advieo 
of hia late Coansellors that he gave the brtad of the Crown paUx»cga U» 
their friends, and only bestowed upon their opponenta a few "thfliog" 
cnmbi. Yet, with mote than a Jewiah selfiahnes and ezcliuttNi, they 
cannot sn^r a Gentile dog not of their party, to receive a cmmb froiB 
tb^ royal nuutei's table. Nay, " to make aseurance doubly sare^" that 
royal master moat " cmne to some underataading " with thnu, that Iw 
will hereteoner not even bestow a cramb, except Ay thbir eoiuaU, 

It has, however, been alleged, that the GoverDor-Oeneral o&red tha 
important office of Speaker of the Legislative Coancil to an opponent of 
the late Counsellors. This is not true, thoogb it baa onen been statod. 
T^e Governor-General offered that office to ^^ frimd a$ut de/eiuUr of tbm 
Inte CoiinBeilars ; but not to an opponenL The gentlonan with whom 
theOovernor-GeneraJ first conversed respecting that office, having declined 
beiDg a nominee for it, Hia Elzcellency intended to have conferred with a 
gentleman whom the late Couosellors have represented as their om*oaent 
—« gentleman who bad not only beenamember but speaker of the Hooss 
of Assembly — who bad long been a Judge of the Supreme Courts of the 
land — who had been. elevated to the Leglshitive Council during tha 
incnmbency of the late Counsellors themselves — who had only differed 
with them on one question — the Seat of Government,— 4nd who had mada 
t fkr issB ehhorate and less vehement speech against tbem oa tbatquestioii 
dian the Chainnau of the Toronto Association himself. But the 
Honourable Judge Sherwood had 1^ Kingston, and Hia Szceltency's 
MtmUd conversation with him never took place. But will the readw 
believe it T— and I atate it advisedly, upon the J>eat anthority — the Gover- 
Dor-Gmwrai himself, in the interviews on tiie meniorable Friday and 
Saturday, stated this fact to his late Counsellors, in all the frankness at 
an npcight and ingenuous man ; and tboy now lay hold of what Hit 
Excdlane; bimaetf informed them he hod iUauUd to do, m ft duu{« 
■(■itHt luin that b9 bu violated the coaBtitadon of Canada ! 
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Lit it >1» ba boom in nlndr tint tba SpnkaraUp of tba Iitgjihtiw 
Coaaoil bu nvrar jot b««D datanuinet^ oi ev«D fa«ld Ui bo a pefituoj offic*^ 
thkt it wu dstaraiuiad otbennw in the ippoiotment which Lati Sjdei^ 
hua had mads ; that it ia a very grave, aa well as an uDdeGiied qaaation; 
whather tbe Speaker and Hembera of the Legialatife Council are to be 
thv men nomioeee of Uie House of AMemblj, throngh jta respoDaibla 
npraaentatiToa in tbe Biecotive Council ; whether in that case th« 
Lagialative Council would be a third estate of the Canadian realo), or the 
mare echo oT the Hoase of Aaaemblj ; whethei ooder luch ciTcamatance^ 
ft would not bs mora hanoarable to be a member of the House of Asaemblj 
than to be a member of the Legialative Council ; whether in anch a caae, 
the Legialative Council would be worth having ; whether the Legialative 
Council ought not to be aa independent of the House of Asaemblf , la tba 
Honae of Aaaembl j is of the Legislative Council ; whether, in all the appoint- 
menta t^tiog to the Legialativa CouDcil, the principle of its own 
indapendence of tbe AHembljonght notto berecogniaed and acted upon; 
vhether this gra^ng after patronage indicated in those declamationa 
sbont the appdntraeat of Speaker to the Legislativa Council, is not 
aaother proof (tf the desire and aSbrt of the late Connsellorf , to get ererj 
branch 'of tbe Constitution under (heir own feet ; whether it would not 
bwA appealed mora dignified, and constitutional, and libwal for them to 
hare avowed, that the/ desired to interfere aa little as posaible with tho 
«zflrow« of the Prerogative m regard to the Legialative Council ; that as 
Huy hadhrougbtia a bill with a profeaaed view to secure the independence 
gf one branch of the Legislature) they wished to act opou the same 
principle in regard to the other co-ordinate branch. 

^haae i% bowevtt, aa uaporUuit and coDclnaiM fact, relative to the 
t of SpMkei of the Legialalive Council, which has not yet 
i advarted to. The appointment having been refenvd to in the 
Lagtdative CeuKil afiw it took place, Mr. Buujvjji infonaed that 
HoBoei^la bodj, in mplaaatioB and juatiicatioa of the proceeding, that 
Uia Excellency's adviaera bad laid before htn the nanes of aeveral 
fmtfanMn, m aeceptabi* to thttn for that aSc% and aamagst those namaa 
vaa that ei the Honourable gentleman whom his EzoelleDey had been 
IJMaid to appoint. This proceeding took place more than a fortnight 
liatiim the rwignation, doring whi^ time no dissalisfactioo waa evpreaatd 
l» Hia EuaUenejr or to Uia La^riature on ibe aobject. After having 
Una oontinued in offios ; tbua bf aUmc^ (at lesat to Hia Sxeellenc/ and 
tothe Le gi ala t nre) coaearred 1» wliat be had dona ; after having azpbiBcd 
ilt«a»CoiiMaaid to the cooBttT in iitiafaetoi; and affawbg teroM^ 
lb* Ilia aMsan, aaMDBMflbir w«Bf of 44rc« anaigsHia £icaUMt7 
Wbsvtke oeanttTifar apMCMHagtoirtfcb thMHalvea Md tbtwtMan 
N 
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•eqtriMdtag and a^roTuif putiei. Thk Is uwthar ezunpla of p^fltel 
rqmdiation onpanllelled in coDitntioDftl hiitot;, ud only oqoallad by 
thoae aimilu acts oT the late Coanaellora, that I pointed oat in the fimtii 
Dumber of thta argnment. 

There is itiit aucither act of the GoTernor General whleh baa been 
leitcrated times without rmtrfber aa damaging to the influence of the late 
Counaellort. It is the appinotmeut of Hr. Powell, as Clerk of the Peac« 
in Dalhousie Diatrict, This is their great case, wfiich detennined tbem 
to go to hia Excellency with their demands. Now, although the meriti 
(rf'tbis or Bjij other appointmeDt has nothlpg to do with die great queitioa 
at issae, yet as the late CounEellora have selected it as their ■trongeat 
example against the conduct of his Exceilencj, I havo no objection to 
join issue with them on tbie single case, and leave t^e country to judge 
between them and the Governor General, What J ahall now state 
respecting this case is derired from a supporter of the late ministry, and 
ftom a gentleman of the Johnstown District, of the highest respectability 
—^ free church Presbyterian, a man of moat liberal aentlmenta, who 
accompanied the widowed mother of Mr. Powell, from Brockville to 
KingatoD, on her Journey there to appjy for the vacant office in question, 
to be given to her only aurrivisg aon, on whom she and two daughters 
were entirely depending for the neceasaries of Bfe- It should be observed 
that the rival applicant for the office, who waa recommended by the late 
Counsellora, was not in neceaaitous t^cumatances ; that the fiither of 
Mr. Powell had come from Ireland into the Bathurst District with cenaj^ 
deroble property,— had been the principal founder of one of the aettlementB 
of that district, — had, like many of his generous coontrynien, exbanrted 
his moans, and became embarrasaed in his circamatances — v.ta appoistod 
aheriffofthat district, and died in debt ; that his eldest am succeeded hie 
deceased father in the office, and to bim the funilj looked for sopport ; 
that that son died also, leaving a younger brother nearly of age, and 
nearly throogb Ma legal atodies, as the only earthly prop of his mother 
and support of hia sisters. That mother, not contented with having 
transmitted a written application, came in person to Kingston to lay her 
case berore the Governor General. Her son waa noi a member of any 
.secret society, and too young to be regarded as a political character- 
Here then were the cases of two candidates laid before the Qorenor 
General — both equally welt qualified for the office a;^ed for. In. behalf 
of the one pleaded polilicat parly purpote — the " prinei|^ (rf'goTemraent 
on party principleB"~-in behalf of tin other, pleaded the wants c( IJie 
' -widow and the ratherleaa. Which plea was tin more likely to adfect the 
tender-and generous breast of Sir Charlea Helcalfet To which plea wM 
'he more l&ely to listen— to the teaia of the dastitote widow, or the «^ 
Connaellors relentless doctrine of party patronage ! 
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Tba MM ia abov* msonlog. Humuilt7 Is ntbflr diapoMd to tt^ep 
oorar tba aliriveUiiig ud heutlwa pelfiahneu of putj, thin to defend bia 
EsGtUoBcjr in uch t- cue— to ezocrats a syitem of policy that eztio- 
gniihei «v«r7 feeling of iodividiul generoait;, nthei than vindicate au 
act which ought to c&IL down a eounlry'B ipootBueoiu bleeaingi upon 
the head of its author. If HE whose example is not beneath the imita- 
tion of partiea, any more than of GoTCrnora, wept with orphan stBters at 
Sethanj, and raised the son of the widow of Nain, that he might support 
and emnfort his mother, is Sir Chibxks Mbtcalfb to be pilloried and 
ostracised ss the enemy of Cuiada for acting agaiiul tha advice of party, 
In order to confer upon a widow's son a " trifling appointment," that he 
might minister both to his mother and bia sisters T 1 belicTa there is a 
HBART as well as a head in Canada; and I mistake the sympathies of that 
beart if tiiey do not embrace that man an the fnend of the country and 
the just guardian of conetitatioiiaf rights, who prefers exercising the 
prerogative of the crown for the relief of the widow and the fatherless, 
rather than prostitute it at the demon shrine of party patronage. Reader, 
was your mother that widow, and you her only son and support, and was 
you qualified for that situation, what would you think of the Goveror who 
woald exercise the lawful prerogative to enable you to support her, and 
what wonld you think of the system of government that would proscribe 
you because you were not of the dominant party T 

Upon the appointment therefore even of JUr. Powbll — the case of the 
Isia CoaDsellors— I feariessly appeal to the justice, the patriotiEm, the 
humanily of honest men of all parties in Canada, to support his ExeelleQCy 
and her Majesty's government against ihe crusade of the late Connsellors, 
«Bd against the unpriacipUd principle of exclusive party patronage. 

Thus much, then npon the views of the Governor-General — professedly 
sad pnctically — on the system of Responsible Government, as enunciated 
ia the Honse of Assembly's resolutions of September, 1B41. 

I might here diamisB the subject, confident of an honest conntry'^ 
decision upon it. Bat I will add on illnalration from Bsitisb p&imcB 
~>«ll the late Counsellors say that they desire. 1 will give them, instead 
of the alleged uaconstitutioual practice of Sir Ceublbs Mrtcalte, the 
■oknewiedged coDslitntional practice of the venerated GEoaos tss Tbiu> 
•f bloMSd meiBory. The reader may easily judge, as he attentively 
perasnuid weighs tiiefoUowingfacls^whsthertiiere would not have been 
travolntion in England, bad the late Counsellors been Ministers, and had 
they had George the Third as the bead of the Government, instead of Sir 
Cbulea Metcalfe. I give these facts not as to what ought to be, but to 
Aaw what ka* beat BrUiA praOiee ; and with these facta, and the 
•knidation of the principle, as suggested bj them, I will conclude tbe 
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pWHDt mm'ber, foellng tlut tbe IfnportMW of tiis vnl^aet !• a 
ipology fbr the ieagtb erf* the fbllDwiii|r aitraet from Lokv 1 
HofToniGAi. Sevtchbs or Statbhek, — Article, (teoMs IIL : 

"OeoTgo m. was imprsaied with a lofty feeling of hia pnropitiTfh 
M>d B finii iatBrmattioB to muatuo, perfaaps extend it, At ell eveDlfl, 
bp WM recolred not to be & mere nam^ or a cipher io public afikin ; aa4) 
vhether from a mom of the obUgationg impoeed upon htm bj his atatjos, 
w from B desire to e^jof all its powen and privileges, be oertainlj, wbilo 
hii teaMo Mmained entire, but especially during tbe earl; period of liia 
reigii, interfeted in the a&in of government more than any prinee who 
efer eat apon the throne of this country since our monarchy waa diatinctlf 
admittad to be a limited on^ and its executive funclione were dietnbnted 
•mong teapocMble miniatwa. The cotrespondence which he cHriad on 
with hia confidential aerrants during the ten mnst critical jeara of bia 
life liaa before na, and it prove* that bia attention waa erst awake to lUl 
the ooeurrsDcea of the gorenunent. Not a at^ was token in foraign, 
oolonial, or domestic afiUrs, that he did not form his opii)i<»> upon it, nod 
«ierciss hii infloenoa over it. The instructions to unbasMdors, the 
ordeia to govemon, the movements of forcea down to the Buucliii^ of E 
«l^le battalion in the districts of this conntrji the appoiotmeata to all 
offices in church and state, not only tho giving away of judgeships, bisbop- 
rics, regiments, butthesubordinate promotions, Uy and clerical; all tbca* 
fbrm the topics of his letters ; on all his opinion is pronooitced deciaivrfy ; 
on all his wRl Is declared peremptorily. In one l«tter he deddeatlM 
appointment of a Scotch puisne jadge ; in another the march of a troop 
from Backinghamshire into Yorkshire ; in a third Uie nomimtion to -flw 
Deanery of Woroestn ; in a fourth he aays 'tint, 'if Adam, thearcUteet 
■uccemls Wofriayat iko Board of Wwks, be sbaU tluijt CJuwhara iU 
need.' 

'■Forthegraait-s^ira «f state It % well kgomn tow aiibataaHaMy fcp 
InaisMdupoBMng the King ifayitefaaa wellu dcjwv. 

■<T%at mtdk a aovefeign was, for the aamata he cawftdod in, 1km 
kvt poaattbaartCT, may i*«U ha aoppeaed. Uafwa tbem Ua wrtin 
•nd hearty aappoit. If ha kept a wMekfnl eye over all the pracaadiagB 
%e&er-tNriisMeBtu8lheooBMrr; ^if fi»d him o— day eommaalMy 
en (he line taken In debate aa 'dangerous^' at anatter as 'tinad and 
TCcillating,' m diseoanng tbe composilion of fhe majomy or.ita nomhirra 
npoB the diviaion, or aug g ea t i ag that tbe joorMy of Mr. Fas to faiim 
Aould 'maketiiodiAFPnt depar^wntabriagonaUOeirtawMaabqfaB 
be-eouea back, aa we rtiall have much leaa »oba for the a«KMhi>e iWaa ka ;* 
M ezpeaaag hia eoflvictJOBtiiiU <tl» flpeakei'a Obwas la fc iy— 4 mt'tO. 
tolet1heoppeaHtoBharoJheiryiaMnw t M iww Mk Kj' fa*«lM«riiv 
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*»»» i mmtiifoa hrt ■ight that yon thoogU 7011 Iwd,* rigU to ogMt 
■pMl Oin KrellMiT BUBWjthai I «ay jaaAmy MBNsf Uioir belMTMMr 
t tht Awriag woM to wwww j' and «gii^ 'if Usntnoat ^Mqatoiw* 
MW«in^fMt,«t4liaWMte.^!', c*b gain over bb. Bolieitarr'Gaa««t 
to foar *is«n, it wbMll not iw wuiti«ic.' Thii <ma imieoi) aScieiitlr 
■np f rti f * ftTourite nuoi»tiT ; and Mhen 4m bad one Ibreed upon hinv 
Ilia whols •oqduet was the nvaiM; ■![ bia eounteianee beia; ginn to 
I, .BaAil tbe vnoaieDtMrived ivhen ha could Baitiy throw 



"Tba Brat iniprewtoa wliicb euch eooduct malcei is uoraToaiable to 
fha DKmarcb) wti may at first sight even give rise to an opinion tb&t it 
vaa QDCoDBtitutioD^. But further reflection makea this Homewhat more 
than doubtful. The question is, ■< Does the king of this couotrj hold a 
real 01 onlf ■ nominal office! Tb he merely a form, or is he ft sufastantiTe 
power in onr mixed and balanced constitulion f* Some maintain, nay, it 
il a preraibng opinion among certain authorities of no mean rank, that the 
■orereign baving cfaocen his miniaiers, assigns over to them the whole 
«xecutive power. Thej treat him as a kind of trustee fur a temporaiy 
oae, to preserve, aa it were, gome contingent estate ; or a provisional 
asaignM^-tohold the property (rf* an inaolveDt for a day, end then -diveet 
himself oT the estate by aasigning K over. They regard the ooly^ewer 
■eally veatad in the eromi to he the dtoiea of miniBtere, and even tb« 
ezeveiaaafthia to be controlled by the parliament. They reduce the king 
more completely to the condition of a state p^e«Hit or cipher -tlicB one 
of Abba Sieyea'a constitutions did, when he proposed to have a Grand 
Ponctiowvy with no power except to give away offices ; upon which 
Napoleon, then first consul, to w^m fyi i^opoeition waa tendered, asked 
if it well became bim to be made a "Cochon ai'engraiaa laeomme de 
tpaia K^ioas pur«n T (A bog to ba-fBtt«d at (be rate of £ttO,«00 a 
few.) The Eingltah eetiad, asoorAng to the above deetvine, moiA .meet 
lieaily anawem tUa aomewbat «earBe deaoiiptian ; for tiia Abb^a plM 
anaiO^M lua »>y«|l bMK » wMiuitial vwqb.jb .tbA^^stribtltol ^ all 
fMia»Be;Rlul«iOMr]Hw ieoalyl«.buatbe«d wogiatiM edivB/^ 
l<fa(HMM<tf the vKteiiMat eboMMiABd mtteg bw psw .BMW J« «ii«t> 

Now, with all the disposition in the world to desire that Rojal proroga- 
OnAeuU ke-nattioted, wd ^e will -of >tbe Mti<w ««<«rn 4b« national 
rfhin^w«,cWM»t«ampnheDd «bia theory of a veaBivhy' Stasei^Bt* 
4ie erowniMafAr too flMiOhrevtBHe, or Ar toe UHle power. To pay a 
million a year, or more^ for a name, ae own absurd^ w tf ywagawt, V» 
•Aatliri[ifiaDdtf«jHnt)rfl<)r«HMMb>llMl|Mtw^jW^M of kiivlr 
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■AiMrtntloDof pabliosfiln. The diAniit ordm of tha sWa kna *^ 
rifht to look lowudj that U^ qauter all in Unir torn for mppMl, lAm- 
thair rigfata are invaded bj one anotfaer'a eDeraacbnenta, or to dain ths 
Royal nmpingo when thmr mutual conflkta cannot be lettled bf mntial ' 
coDceaaioiii ; and nnle« the whole notion of b fixed moitticbyi aads 
balance of tiiree powera is a mere fiction and a dieam, the rojal portiM of 
the CMnpoaitioD mut be allowed to have aoaia power to prodnee iOB* 
tfect npon the qaalil^ of the whole. It is not denied that Qeorg« JQ. 
•ought to rule too much ; it ia not maintuned that be bad a right to b« 
p«rpetiiaU]r tachficing all other coniidetationi to the preservation and 
•zteoaion of his prerogative. But that he onl; discharged the duty of his 
fltation bythinhJDg for himseirac ting according to his conscientious opinioi^ 
and DsiDg his inflaence for giving these opinions effect, cannot be deniedi 
nnleea bj those who, being averse to monarchj, and yet dreading a 
commonwealth, wouU incur all the coat, and all the far worse evib, of a 
fonn of government which the; thinlc the worst, rather than seek for a 
better, and would purchase the continuance of the greatest evila at the 
highest price, rather than encounter the risk of a cliange. 

' George m. set one example which is worthy of imitation in all timea. 
He lefbaed to be made »-atate puppet in his ministers' hands, and to let 
bis name be used either by m^n whom ha despised, or for purpoaes which 
be disapproved. Nor could any one ever accuse him of ruling bj 
Ikvonrites; still lou could any one, by pretending to be the peopltfa 
choice, impose himself on his vigoroos understanding." 



No. 7. 

The strtt and Ktwalk propodtions are so intimately connected (Ike 
dtat part of the latter being a corollary, or the converse of the fonner), 
that I porpOBS to discuss them both in this number. They are ufoUowsi 

u Tliat Uf Exediene^i avoteed praOieal poUeg tn 6ie adrntHUtratUnt 
^(W g09tr»mtnt, it prteUelt/ Itat tnUct wu pro/tntd by Ae latt Cnu^- 
Stlhrt UBtlve monOu ago, and lekidt \ai been dtnuaultd by oU thadet of 
Btformen during many yeart. 

" That ika potiey nf gotttnmml mm> advocated by As laU ComudUn 
as tkot tMdi they kate kereto/or* repudiattd, and iMeK nuut prttve ti^N- 
riOMt to the uiteUeelval and mort^ improvemeiif, the happinete and beet 
imUretU of ike people iff Canada." 

As to the nature of his Excdleney's avowed [vactical policy in tbe 
•dminiitration i^ the govemnent, bis secnsen,— in tbe tract pnhli^iit 
tij thnTnrnnlfi \ sanrlaHniii ijintiil in thi fifih minifinf. ni|iiuitiil il tbiwr 
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'*Vb»GonnKt A«eiBit% in >lmcMrt ererj one ofhli umrei^ ta iddreaM^ 
0M ikt aypviKhae^ art to bt made wiAotU rtftrenet to party eondder- 
otmw." The Kiiii of all his Eizcallsnc]''* d«cUntioiia ii, that the 
gOTHBDieBt ahall be admioutered impartiaUTi without rafarance to ndi- 
fwna emd oc political part;, far the equal beoefit of all claMM of tb* 
pi^alatioB— <hat appoiatmenta to office ahall be made apoo the gromid ot 
qaalifl c a ti oiia to render efficient services to the atate, and not upcn the 
gtoiind of paitj eonoexionfl. 

Proof in detail upon a point BO well known and 80 uDiventllr admittedf 
le aa DQnecesMtT as it would be to prove that it ia light at noon dajr. 
floeh I Basame then to be the Governor General'a avowed practical policy 
ia the administration of the government— the principle of jdsticb aa ita 
baai«^ and iMPABTiALrrr as its rule of practice. That a Governor ahoald 
be held up aa an enemy to the country for avowing such a principle and 
inile of government, i> one of the moat extraordioar; phenomena of 
Canadian hialory. 

, The next point is, what was the priudple and mle of govemmeat 
fbrmerly professed by the hite Counsellors, and I may add by tho 
Reformers generally ? The Upper Canada section of the late CounaeU 
lora (and I have written throogbout for the people of Upper Canada,-~I 
bave never pretended to understand or to judge of things in Lower 
Canada) have always ptofesasd the principle and rule of government 
avowed by the Earl of Doorau and Lord Stdbkuh ; and the late 
CouDsellore of Lower, as well as Upper Canada, have professed theit 
adb'erence to the principle and rule of government proclaimed by Sir 
Cma^lvb Baoot. The favourite phrase, and avowed doctrine of Lord 
SiMnreAH was, "e^ial and impartial juitiee to all ctoncf nf ker 
Majettift niijecU" It ia known that Lord Sydenham professedly lusted 
npon this principle not merely in l^station, and in his appointments to 
WBee throughout Upper Canada, but in the very Hcleclion of his Coon- 
•dtoia. It is known that Hr. Baldwin took office under Lord Sydenham 
upon that principle ; and upon that principle came before the Electors of 
Vfipei Canada, under tho auspices of Lord Sydenham — as an officer of 
Ui Lordship's (even aa to the composition of his Council) non-party 
fonniaieat. In confirmation of this, I beg to state the following facta. 
When Hr. Dravbb uid Hr. BAijnvin (the former Attorney, and Ibe 
biter Solicitor General) were announced aa candidates previously to the 
•hetfoiM of 1841, Mr. ESncks then Editor of the jGxainm«r, denounced 
Mr, Offer, and supported Mr. Baldwin, and yet professed lo be fimnp- 
«Ue to Lord ^denhuf s administratioii. In consequence of this, as my 
rieVB tS L«d Syd«iluuo*s policy were known, I received a letter from 
flstof tbgoffiomtrf^ faia LordBbif^a hoasehold, conUiidng IhQ nbilidiM 
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of tlw fbUowing F«V^>h <iMl«d^ tto e^ritdi>hlB« «tiil»WTiU«i> 
in f^lr to Mr. UIbcIm, haid*^ "On oppoiiBi Mid iiHW if i i^ Urn- 
gMMniDnt," pnbliAori m tha GtwrAm, April IS, 1S40. 

-Sow, W6 HKrt adviMdlf, Itart Uw OovemorOaDMU NtiMhM««n» 
iB]lortMK« to tin retwrn of Hi. Draper ud Hr. Bkldvit ; mti ttMk.-. 
oppMitfoa to tbe ana u veil ai to (ka otkar, andw wlwtww fW iwui it 
iMy b« got up, ii n^Ai,LT ovposnnoF to the Qevonar Q w iw H i ■da*' 
niatration. Putiesuid party spirit have neulfrtrintd As eaanky ^ Ikm 
objaot of Um GoverDor Geoeral is, to abolwh pwtioB and futj foelii^ 
by uniting wbat ia good in both puties. Tb^vfore, tbe moderate of 
both paitiw, wbo poaaesa auperior peraoDal qualificatiooa to others, aa(lit 
to be supported ; and the vioLent extremes of both parties ought to btt 
Njected as the eaemim both of tha government aod the couatry. Adopt* 
iog.ttiii course will be aupporting the govenuneot ; pursuing the opp9> 
«te conrae vilt be opposing the gavetimient. Every mas baa a right to 
aupport oi oppose the government u he choosea ; bat every uMui ought 
to know when he is doing the one or the other." " We aanre our readers 
Ud ail coaeemed, (hat hoA the Atteraey and SoUcttor General tn i*ma 
jUe guventment candidates, and that oppodtioii to eilherofthemiatfppB" 
tftton to the administratioa of theOovemarGeneraL" 

B'uoh was the avowed priacipla and abject of Lord Sydenham's adn^ 
■UtratioD, of wliich Mr. Baldwin was a member until Juno, I84I. I 
esonot bat think that Mr. Baldwin would be doing more good for his and 
my native oountrj, were be promoliug the same object now, instead of 
hauing the flames <^ party conSagrKtion by means of the Toronto Aaa»- 
cktioB. I think there is precisely the same or even atrooger ground for 
tha people of Upper Canada to support Sir Charlee Metcalfe noW| thw 
Hr. Baldwin bad to join the adminiotnition of L^trA Sydenham. Evw 
]fr. HiHCKS subaequently beeame a convert to Lord Sydenham's gorera- . 
ment, and at length joined Sir Charies Boot's first administration wttl| 
Mr. Draper, and Mr. Ogden and Mr. Day, in oppoaition both to Mr. 
Baldwin ud to Mr. Lafoutaiae. 

BHttookat that priaaJplB and rale wabodiaJ i» tha whole ettrnpoaj M a i 
«f Lord Sydenham's Coonell, Md in tha ealira admioistratioB of Ul 
Ce««aBaat,:BDd aiark the aeatimaHte of the Jtufarm prim ^ C^|W 
ClaMa^ pe^aotiBg it, ThafbHowugdesofiptioa whieh I gaaaoTitfll 
fte4inw of Lwid 8yd>a h a«'a(leafe,ihaa bean admittad upoaallhaaAsto 
iMva boaa ceneot i ^It hu oftas hoaa: said at hia Lofdahift aa il anM 
Mid af tha Baii of Caaa*M, that ha 'had aade m •dnuMftnlioNiv 
^iMskeiBdBad a p ao h la d h ad pat bagaUsva plaM of' jami7«p«Mi^ 
tedaatad and aa wUmnoaUy dom.taiM; a atUMat^awvHioairiy isM&i 
«wk«iaesa aCdiHMiSed nwaNc, mi 
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Jmmiiit%i here kbttefblk^trtonevtuidtbereBbtt of white; patriots atid 
vaottim ; ktng^ friendi and r^jstlicau ; wbiga mad tones ; treackemia 
Hudimad«nemiu ; tiiat it wa» indeed & very curioue show, but utterif 
■andbitv teortii «Qd oiiMn to Hituid on.' But Lord SjdenhuD'H Dcota 
■MnmiMDt^MinKiriatiedketweoii tfaefonnarud present state of thiags; 
lu^ew tfaatadiff w awCT ef opimonor «f party under tlie fbrmer coneti' 
Utiau of rUpfnr «r Losrer 'CaB«d», did not BeceesBiily oribirlyinvoiTeft 
■iinilar difibreaco under the new coDBtitation of United Canada | ho 
pnMwnnil the rsquHte energy awl pfttriotiMD to act upon his convictionB, 
^nd eommaBcad the illuBtntitut of hie sdvice to ohiiter&te the diSerencet 
(qCtH■.p«^ fay Mlectiiig hie advisers and public officers according to iodi- 
pl4a»i fitnassand meiit, ineqiective of fonner peTSODul opinions or pwty 
ABjHMXiiiu. Few adiKniitrations of goveuBient in any oountiy ba«e 
gfHaima hanuoniouBlj and cordially on bo great a number of important 
■nfaffinea'as the naw administration formed by Lord Sydeshnnt." 

Now, wliat did the £«/brm}irM( of Upper Canada say of a government 
thoa constituted, and a government thus conducted " without reference to 
JMTty coDsideratioDS f In posEogcs which I have heretofore quoted) 
Br. Hinoss has pronounced euch a governmeot incompatible with repre- 
B^tatira inatitutiuns ; and such, it appeajf, is the doctrine of the present 
oi^aiw of the Toronto AssocJB.tion. But what did Mr. Hincks say, in his 
Ecamitur, the last weeic in September, 1B41 ! He said " The principle 
of re^ontibU government hag Icen fully recognized. The mtmhers qf 
'&e admiiiiitralioa, all of whom were heads of departments, distinctljf 
anowed on Ikejhor of the house, iheir reipoitsibilily to Parliament for the 
fntaiuftt of frovemmenl. They acted together in perfect harmony and 
SOncert in regard to those meamree, and although there were occasional 
■flevialioiis from British practice, yet that practice was always acliaow- 
iedged as their rule, and a more strict adherence to it in future may be 
WlticipBted. Whatever political differences there niay have been in tho 
'faoCMe, it watfeU hi/ every one ffiOt there woe on admimstrati(m, and thai 
'lit exMenee depended on a parliamentary majority. Were we to pause 
ileie wefeel'tfaot we should have said enough to prove that the name of 
X^rd Sydenham tkovld ever be held in grateful remembrance by the 
tjpii^e of CoiMda. But we are bound fiinher to acknowledge, that we 
•acoiiia^ted to the energy and practical talents of his Lordship for the 
most important measures of kaat session, more particulariy for the magni- 
ifcent scbeoie of public impravementa, and the favourable arrangements 
.ralsttve lo our debt. It & not, in all probability, at the present moment 
tlhatlilU jdalice will be -done to the adminietration of Lord Sydenham, 
,|ddiMight OS ftr as the press is an iodicatiim of public opinion, there baa 
mnrw, win' lull ttNi hnnn a mtMb geoeral exp^sijonof r«gret for the loss 
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of uij public num. Widely extends^, howerer, u is thst fMiogf it wIS, 
tee are amured, be much more to a/ler the lapte of a fev yarn, Thm 
ezirtiag palitical uperitteB will tiien b>ve eDtirely «abrided| ud LoHl 
Sjdenbam will only be rememberad us the vooBsut or otn caimRv> 
TioM) ftDd u the indiTidaal who BBooeRT into nAcncu. ona^iM* 
Ihattmaid Brilu^-prmeipIeo/BeipinuiibGMtenuiMiUb; means of whitk 
bIodb the caoDectioQ between tha colony and the parent lUte *n be 



In this passage (the moat material sentencea or which I hRve italicJMrf) 
UT>Hiacksi]eclsre& that Lord Sydenham "broaght into prodieal «}wiv* 
Him the sound British principle of Responsible Government," that hit 
Ejordship was actually the "founder of our coDatitutioD," and is estitM 
as Buch to the lasting gratitude of the people of Canada. Hr. Hlntb 
also, in the langmtgo of pnuse, represents Lord Sydenham not only as 
enteitaioing opinions of his own, but ob acting an efficient part in tbt 
meaaiires of the administration. Now wby does Mr. Elincka denounce 
Sir Charles Hetcalfe for doing what he praises LotdSydeeham for doing t 
If Lord Sydenham "brought into practical operation the sound Britidi 
principle of Responsible Government," and yet his government was non- 
party, not merely in respect to its adniiniatrotion, but in respect to its 
very compoiitton, wby is Sir Charles Metcalfe proclaimed as an enemjr to 
the " lepresentiLtive system of govern meat," merely because he insists 
upon impartiality in appointments to officet Was there ever more grgsa 
fncoDsistency, self-coatradiction, and injustice, than is thus exhibited ui 
the former and present conduct of Mr. Hinchs ? 

Nor ie Mr. Hincks ^one in an mtbituted testimony in favor of Sir 
Charles Metcalfe, The sturdy and scolding Kingtton UeraU baa baan 
wont to bear the same testimony also in his better days. Of Loid 
Sydenham'ij policy be said — " As a stateamnn, he was latdoMediy tKM 
and ■pradtnt ; for, however same, who bare heretofore basked in favoOTi 
may complain of neglect to them and of promoiing others whom tbey 
looked upon with prejudice, yet sure we are, nothing else could ban 
secored peace ; and, peace secured, this noble Province needs but tinw to 
be prosperous and happy." 

Why then does the Kingston Heraid make war upon Sir ChaHat 
Metcalfe for avowing a policy, which the Heraid says, in Iiord Sydoa- 
ham, was true atut prvdent and lecurtd peace t 

The London Canada Inqiarer aUo — now so fierce against Sir C%triaa 
Metcalfe and his defenders — !hus recommended Lord Sydenham's exam- 
ple to his Excellency's imitation :— "His (Lord SydeiAam's) views «f 
the government of Canada, were founded on Artad observatioa and rfssp 
roSeclioD, and uikaewr Mi ruccetwori may be, ive are eoi^tntthmj atmM 
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adopt a httler ekirt for th«ir guidiiice, th&n ma; ba gleaned ftom iha 
eoniw he bu Ukn, and tba inatructlonB be ma; h&n left. A ajritem of 
goverBment baaed on lew libeml views will not succeed in Canada." 
- ^s chart laid down bj Lord Sydenham bu been adopted by Sir 
C-'^T-fff Ubtcalfb, in Brccotdance with the "confident" reeommenda- 
tfoa of tiie Canada Inquirtr. Wby theo ia tbat same Inquirer in anna 
apiiat hia Exoelleic; 1 Wb; doea tbe Inqidrer advocate a less ItberU 
gOToniraeat now than in October, 1841 1 Whj does he advocate an 
sidoaiTe party government nav, instead of an equal justice government^ 

To cotnplete the catalogue of this class of Upper Canada papers, we 
kave the now vociferons Hamilton Journal ^ Erprea more admonitory 
and impressive than the Canada Inquirer, the Kingtton Herald, or the 
Xxawd»er, in favoor ofa non-party and eqnal Justice government. Id ita 
eonitittitional and healthy condition, the Hamilton Journal ^ Expreu 
■poke and taeght thua : — " Lord Durham's Report, that admirable theory 
1^ political government, was the lest book by which Lord Sydenham 
waa guided ; and the peculiar sagacity with which he applied principlev 
hitherto considered as adapted only to British practice, in the administra- 
tion of Canadian Oovernment, entitle him to a place in the catalogne 
ofh«»^aetor» of this Frovluce, tuperiorto all that have gone beforehim, ' 
OMdfWeh^eae, not inferior to any that may foUoie. The great principle 
of Responsible Government, ao libentlly conceded to this Province by the 
XHtiah Miniatry, although evidently necessary in the adaiinistnition of 
CaMdiao affidrs, still reqoired much patient and correct attention to 
MiHire its peaceable and successful application. For, harassed as he wta 
IM tha one hand, by tiie violent oppositionof the factious, the disappoioted, 
and tbe bigotted ; and but feobly supported on the other by those who,— • 
■Ithoa^ every coDsideration of duty and interest should prompt them to 
active exertion, remained in slothful apathy,— Lord Sydenham had dtffi- 
oaltiea to contend with at tbe commencement of his career in this Pro- 
mee which few men but bimselT could have surmounted,''— "The uudom 
mod jiulittot bit Lorddiij/Mgoverfunent are now vtdver fatly atknmBledged, 
and thoes who opposed him when alive--and they were few indeed — now 
ttat ha ts dead, find it difficult to justify the cause of their opposition. 
Eraiy sectional di^rence has been laid aside to do him honour. In tbe 
aWBc qiirif, then, let it be known to Me eueeeuor, that to preeerve trait' 
ftdliltf, to ittereaet trade, to eupporf agriaUtare, drav out the reeoaret* 
tfike tomtry, aitd kakb C<ii«iu ar dbiitbd and H:IPPT peopia, tms 
Mucr or Loan Sibbmuh mubt be costibdbd," 

Now what ia the non-party policy of Sir Charles Metcalfe but a con- 
a «f the non-party policy of Lord Sydenham in re^MCt to Uppot- 
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Cuad% and a. priio;^ geoenaa b^sad that of Bb &«!■» SAfm^lB;, 
ra^eet to Lower Cua^ 1 Yat ia tlw UuuUton /attmaf ^ JE)yer«M M.' 
war with lua ExcaUencj almoat <■ to tba knife." 

I have made theie qnatatioH from a paiii(^let pnUUied by Iff. THJaha 
ia Um latt« part of 1341, coDtaining tiie ooticM of Lord BrdeDham aaf 
hisgovemmeBt "bytbePreaa ofBritlah Amerioa." It wiU be TecoIlac*at 
that theae paaaagM ooDtaja not iQerdy paraonil roftraBoea to iMt 
Sfdenbam, bat deliberately ezpreased opinioM of the ayatam, tha eoaati^ 
tutioB, thepolicy, and themwitaof biagorammeDt— agOTonmaBt, belt 
aUo remembered, which bad Hr. Dmapsk for Attamey-GeDStal, and Ur. 
HABMSon for SeeretAry, for Canada Woit, and to which Mr. BAunm 
waa in oppositton. Are Mesara. Dkapbr and Harkiboh leea libaral dow. 
than they were in 1841 1 And ia Sir Charles Metcalfe leas liberal tbas Uai 
Sydenham T Aodie that poIi<iy of goTernment which waa held up by tboM 
jounuliata aa the only salvation of Canada in 1841, to be deprecated and 
reaiated by them aa the aura destruction of Canada in 1344 1 Whan joa 
compare the present and former sentimenta of these jonmalista, a&d eon- 
nder them as the organs of a party, one cannot help eachumingi what . % 
weathercock is Canadian party, and what weather-cocka are Oaaadjaa. 
party men ! When the leaders of party were eaekiag for power, tbM 
party patronage government was denounced, and an equal and impartial 
adminiBtretion waa the only constitutional government for Canada ; but. 
DO sooner do they gala the ascendancy in power, than we are told that 
there ia oo conatltuUonal ([OTernnjenl for Canada exoept a party patr9iHi(«, 
government I 

la it anrprising, then, that Sir CHaai^n IfBTciira, having the pamphM 
from which I have made the above rattraeta, pat into hi* hands on Uf 
leaving England, should come to the conclusion that a gOTemnwnt ate4-' 
nlatered " without reference to party considerBtioBB,'' was what tb« peepbc 
oTCsnada desired T Waa it not natural for his Ezceltency to believt that 
when he was insisting upon an adherence to Uiat princtple, in his derida— 
and acts, hewas eoDsulting both the wishes and tbeinterests of thepoo^ 
of Canada 1 Had he not the fltrongest reasoin for believing that whew 
his lato Counaellora insisted upon an opposite line of policy, they were MK 
only in "antBgonism" with him, bnt in "antagoBJam" with the ptaple 
of Canada 1 Conld he imagine otherwise t CooU be seppoaa dwt tt* 
people of Canada entertained different sentimente and faeliage re^M>ti>V 
the tight rule of government ia 1843, from what tbey dfd fn 1S41 1 How 
then could he think or declare otherwise hi hie rapKaa, but ihvX he «M» 
maintaining the view^ as wall as defending the ligha iMi intaiMtaiaf' At 
people of Canada, in reaiating the party patrooage "atipalatiom" lar ^iindM>' 
^tapdin^," or eren policy urged upon him by the lata CoaaaaUora I Oil 
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fa Nl ww y wwld of coortt talcs for gnMted that fya Jimraai* whivh I 
ll||¥eqi|ot«dj, together witd ibe Onar^tm, spoke tb« aaatuDeats uid feel-r 
inca vf tbc rafonaeFs «wl nidiUe clmwes of aodaty ia Upper Caiuda i wi 
evM h9 believe for a momeot tbat thej would »ot support him in mMO' 
tauuKfr *>'lx' ^Bf l*^ h«ld and advocated tu easeqtiat to tha good gevwn-t 
m«^ kap|una«i and welfare of Canada 1 

' nese ftetB will explain tbe mystery of his Exceltency'i finnneM, bat 
bl bis eovMenee of nlttmatQ mpport hf the people, when the real nataM 
of the qoetttoD at iesue between him and hia lata advisers should btt 
nndenrtood by the country at large. He could not but be certain of the 
' eonatatencj and honesty of the people gent^rally — that although t)M 
fatteteats of parties, and parllzin editara and lendera might ohaoge ; 7«t 
that the pei^le would not change — that what they had demanded of hu 
predecemoTs, they would desire and expect from hiui, and what (h^f 
desired and expected fVom him, they would support him in secnii^ fb>. 
dMm. Hence the calm determinalioB of his Eseelleaey } and btaoe hii 
fbrbearance In not fbnning an ezeluaife pfttty goTemraent — a meanira 
which his accusers have aonght to badger him into, in order to give plnH^ 
i^bilit7 to their own accaiationi>r fud plwe theqj^elvea oa tbe heot ground 
t« obtain % party triumph. 

Bat besides the declaralions of Lord Sydmham, the avowed peUey, imI 
•ven composition of his government, and the uequUified seBtimentaoftlw 
Aove (juoted leading reform journals of Upper Canada, in respect to betK 
tile character and policy of that government, I will adduce other preoAt 
■till to show that Sir Ghnrles Metcalfe's avowed practical poli^ is tint 
which was formerly professed by the late Counsellors, and tiie Re- 
fbnneTB generally. The first shall be the declaration of the Ewl ef 
Ddshah, in whose sentiments it is known leforrners of al! shades exalt- 
falgly concurred. One example outoPa doeen will be sufficient. Inre^jF 
to an address from the citizens of the present metropolis of United CsBadSf 
inly, 1838, the Earl of Durham said — " On my part, 1 promise you an 
impartial administration of the Government. Deiermned nal to kbcob- 
mzB TUB bustbncb of fitLTiBS, provineial or imperial, elauet or roec^ I 
olutU hope to receive from all her Majesty's subjects those public seiviee^ 
th» efficiency of which mostever mainly depend on their coroprehensin- 
new." — "Extend the Teil of oblivion over the past,— direct to the fatnn 
jMir be^t energies asd the conseqaf noes cannot be doubted." ThU dpc- 
t()itie(>f''a« impartial administration of the government" is the very doo-' 
tiin) of the pcesent Governor-General ; an4 Lord Durham's declan^o^ 
•gMBst tb« recf^iution of even the existence of psitiee or cljiAtps, u 
VtwueBT tbu wu ever m»da by Sir Ciurlee M«tcaUe. Sifch wh IM 
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Uj next proof ■htU be of « itill ttronger tnd man doeUn dimeter. 
It ii kiiowB that Hr. Nurtoh Bubll, of Brockrille^ waa i^ipoiatad Tn^ 
want <if the JohnatowD District by Sir Chirlbs BaooTi bj aDd wtth the 
sdviee of hla Council ; iiuX ctrong oppodtioD wm imd« to thkt epptnat- 
mwit bj the Hanicipat ConDcil of that Dutrict ; that u addrCM wu pn- 
iealei! to bii Excellencj coDtoiDiop Kiairy charge* againat Hr. Buii^ 
in connexion with the eventa of 18S7 and 18SB, and prajing for an invee- 
tigatioBofthem. Sir CEABLsa Baoot waaadTJiedbj his Cooncil ootto 
iareatigate the chargea againet Mr. Buell, and to make an important and 
unpreaaive replj to the Johnstown District Council — a repl; that waa 
bailed with a ahont of triunaph b^ the Bupportera of the late Council 
throughout the Prorioce, and waa received with dismaf and diaaatisfac- 
tion by their opponeota — a reply that explained fully the prqfttMtd pr»- 
t^Ui and poliet/ of Sir Cbablbs Baoot's administration. That reply 
joatiitac every word and deed of Sir Charles Metcalfe against a par^ 
patronage goTemmen^ and coodemna the lata Coansellors out of their 
own Dtonths, for their raptura and quarrel with liia Excellency on thai 
ground. The following is the oouclndiog paragraph of that reply ; 

"I obterre tnApIeomra yoor declaration, that yon 'tiiMly rifitdiait 
all aelfiah, all factious, all national, all religions distinctions, anioioai^, 
■od exclusion ;' and that 'you derire to see all her Hajeaty'a subjects ia 
tbia country enjoy the most perfect toleration and eqoality, and tbb Die- 
TumnoiT or the fatroitaob or thb EIiscotivb QorBRimsKT conriNBD 

TO MO FARTICDtAlt BBCTION OK PABTf, RBLISIOTIB OK POI>rriC*L.' YOD 
HAT BB ASSCBED THAT IT IS iR ACCOBDAKCB WrFH THBSB PKINCirLBS TBAT 
I AH DBTBUIinBD TO ADWinST^ THB QovBaHMBITT Or TBUS pROTIRCB j 
ABD TBAT IB BO DOIBS I BDT BXBCDTB THB COHHARDB I BBCBITBD IBOK 

TBB Qdbbit, I therefore call on you to co-operate with me in my task, 
■ad with that view to laj/ ande those by-gone dissentioos and fabtt IMS' 
TiNcnom to which yon advert, and which have been the bane of this fine 
Province I call upon you to turn your attention to the practical measures 
naceaaary fbr the improvHuent of the country, and to prove yoor loyalty 
and earn the gratitude of your fellow-subjects, by making this Province 
what it waa by nature intended to be, the roost valuable dependency of 
the Britiah Crown— a source of wealth in peace, and a meana (rf' atreogth 
in war." 

How applicable ia this exhortation to the agitating section of the lata 
Coonsellora and the Toronto Associationistal Such a leetore from Bir 
C. UetcalTe.to them would be deemed an infringement of th«r right% 
Tat they advised Hir C. Bagot to deUver it to the Johnstown Diatriot 
OeonelL And who could believe that witldn eighteen nrnntha sAar 
«d*iirfag aoch adeolarationagainetjMr^ifiitMefmuaKrfpottiva/par^ 
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patronage, thej would cohm to ui open " ultogaiuMn " with Blr Cbuiat 
IfetoaUk npon thrt tbtj ground, and exhibit faim to tin peopl« DfCuadK 
u «a inrader of their conatitutional tighia and an aaaDi;^ of leinvamtaliv* 
iMtitotioa^ b«ca«K he nuUDtaina what tboy did in 184t adtin Bli 
CoAXLis Bjaot to avow u the principles of his administntioii ) and 
whkh be declared alao, aa Sir C. Metcalfe haa don^ the command of bla 
Borarognll! 

Sach again fa the coniisteDcy and the patriotism of party, whatever 
maybe the personal wortbiness of theindindualawho becoine chained bj 
Ha serpent wilea. And such is the demonstration that Sir C. Metedfe's 
tvowed piactical policy in ihe adminiBtration of the goTeramenl, is pre- 
eiaelj the same with that which was professed bj the Ute CoanseltorB 
themselves ondet his EzceUeney's distinguished and lamented predeceMcVi 

I will jet add another illustrattoo, which will present, if poasible, in k 
•till mote virid light the downright incoasistencj of the late Cotma^oii 
uid their organs, and the claims of theOovernorCieAeral apon the support 
of the people of Canada. Just a twelvemonth before I commenced tbia 
discuBiioii, 1 wrote a short essa; on "Bin Cbahlss BasoT Aim aa 
CAnuHui GovBBHMEtn'.'' That essaj was originsUj published in the 
SingMlon ChroHkle mid Qaxette ; was applauded in the strongest ternw 
hj the organs of the late Couasellori, and by thbmsblvbs in variooa 
ways, and, in accordance with the suggestion of some of them, waa 
[iriDted in pamphlet form at the goverament press, and widely circulated. 
Now the whole object, and spirit and doctrine of that esaay throogbout 
was, to illustrate the evil* of a govenuiunt adtniaittered on parhf prte- 
e^tt*, and to show the importance of an impartial non-party administn- 
tion of the government ; for such I supposed was the governpent of Sic 
Charles Basot, from his reply tu the address of the Johnstown District 
Council, and many other replies identical with that in sentiment. In 
Miforcing this doctrine, I selected my illustntions from Greek, Roman 
and English history. My first example was that of LicDKene, who for- . 
gave and appointed to office in his own household, and thus " converted 
into a fhitbful friend and useful aervant" a man who had carried his oppo. 
sitioi to Lyciurgua' syston of goveiiuneitt so far as to attempt the life of 
the Bpartan legislator. My second example was that of Ti(aASTBCLii% 
who abolished party distinctions in Attka (which had been convulsed by 
patty dissensions], by requiring the "eitaait to engage vprnoatKOuU 
aUpaet traiuaelion* Amid be buried in lAUvion." On which I remaned 
— " Thrasjbulus required by oath, what Sir Charles Bi,(KrT has otttm 
raeommended aa a duty; and those who admire the coadoct of the fotmert 
eug^t to respect that of the loiter." From Greece I tented to Roib^ 
•ad tlwD to i^Uod ; and I mAiat tix readei*B partieulai attwtioii ts 
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Ok MknUag pumgn fran mp pMofihlet, m th«f coatui tb* psfaf.if 
gMBrtiDwnt whkh WMprofbtMdvad sf^iluided-JqrtltatetoCoiHmUsM^ 
ml dmir newapiper suppoTtentfarougiraulUM PraviKc*, Bt^be^inBaf 
8b GtariH Mstcalfe'i uirnl in Cuadk. 

'* JaKnt CteEsHB celebrity as a. general and a eonqneror orer krUneK un 
phivinc^, is fnrpa^ed by Ms cwqticst over hw owa per»iiol »*e««iiwe»itt 
and party feelings (arter having grown up and lived amidst at! &e "nape^ 
ritieaoT bolfa)— when be 'pardoned all uho had carried msu agmut 
him, made no dUtiactioru uith regard to fortiea,' and «vowed iD ona eS 
hk ipoeofaea, ' I will Bot renew the massacrM of Sylla and ICuin^ Um 
Twy remembfance of wbich ia d»>clBtig to ma. Now that aij rarauM 
an aabdued, I will lay aside the sword, and atdtatoitr bg mif good ^j!m% 
t9 gain over thorn inko coatituie to hate me.' 

" Such an example may, with persoDal honor and public advaatogs be 
imitated by every pbilanthropist and Cbnatiaa in Canada, ae it has ben 
hf Sir Charles Bagot. 

"If we turn frsm Roman to EngJiEb bistoiy, we meet with example^ 
even during iu less enlightened periods, which ought to sUence aad 
^tame tke proaer&ing iptril nfour timet. 

: "The Earl of Pembroke, who, during thenUDoiity of Henry III. (I227J 
vw protector of tke kingdom, is admitted to have been the ablest atatw»> 
oaa and general of hia age. Yet, after suppreasing a rebellion whJtA 
llad cammeflced during- ths Utter part of the reign of King Johh, tbat' 
diaUi^iiiahed noblenian (to use tiie words of Uums) — 'received (tag 
jelielltoufl Barona into favor ; restored them to their foeeeMUone ; aod 
«ndWToilred by an e^uo/ behaviour, to bury ail patt anitaotiliet.'" 

•' It is known that Henry V., — the most heroic monarch in Engtisfa 
Wstory — found the kingdom convulded b^tbe contests whitdi badbeieta 
Commenced by bis father, Heary IV,, b«tween lie houaes of Vnrk mM 
l^HKaster— to the Utter of which Hmry bimaelf belonged. Yet, Mffi 
flvnie, ^- ' The King teemed AmMfiotM to bury all party dhtlMtioMt: in 
loUiKfnt ; the u»innnents of the ftfeoetog refgo, who Had be<n advuoad 
Utt IheJr blJBd zeal for ibe Ltndastritn jaterests, more tbon from thifr 
tnoita, gave place every where to nen ef mare tionoarable chirBot«r-; 
•aMttalMenied now to have an open car-Mr, in which A migUasertitactf ; 
Ue 'OzlKirtatirtiH as well aa example of the Piwce, gave it eacoaiaganmM; 
WMall-RMra were onanimooa in their attaohoMBt to Heavy.' Howna^ 
iMK MnaUiKble to Henry, and bentifieial to (he natieo WM-Nch«>p«M^, 
(UiMi the pdr(6i2 and jiroKTipfiiie polloy which has been pveaaedopon-Sir 
<GfMH*s Bagot, and than \be party. paHoif which ebuacterind thecrilMr- 
>%(»« mbet aacAl nign of Henty Vll. , af the same HoiAa with 'Smif 'W. 
•^JmfMfittiVg tottaiiBlOB of t^tvM-Heubeto bf xhummiageiee^Bmry 
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Vn. with mtihtrii, Wr of the Houm of Va^ Hama mjv— 'lutead ot 
tmimtiag tbe pNMtit bappy opportmiity of abtHMag ikett fatal dMiae- 
litN^ of «aitili|> hk titlg with thkt of his consort, uid of bestowiBg/aMM* 
MtKriMHMfely cm Ura frianda of both fuoiliaB, he csiried to the tfaroD* 
iH tin fortiaUtie* which belong to the keai of a faeUim, Mid vnh tfes 
[mwduwa whid u« osMfulIy gmrded agaiDst bj ever; Ime politidam in 
ttU Btaatiffv. To txait tbe La*ea$tria» party, to deprew tt« Aftereatt 
^A« AoMW o/ York, were itill the fiiToarite objects of his psrauit ; and 
Ihfotqgb the whole coone of bia refgn, ha never fo^ot hia eariy pmpot- 



"It will be a dark daf for United Canada, ebould Its Goveraor become 
'the bead of a faction,' and not of the nuN/erofor o/* /aefioiw ; bat Sir 
Chuiei Bagot, duregarding the lilllaun qf party faction, and acting 
Upon the mazitn which even Buonaparte had the disc ri mi nation and 
WJadom to adopt — ' tdl me not what a man wae, but what he U nov,'— 
haa painied a coorae which has added brilliancy to tiie oobleat acta of 
Ibtt iDMt itnowned atateamen of Greece and Rome and England; acooTM 
Ab tscoUecthm of which' no doubt aweeteni his hours of Teiiremeot and 
iMflbriiig, and will embalm hie same in the grateRil remembrance of 
Canada when the tongue of calumny shall have been silenced, and the 
bnhtfc of faMion ihall have been eztingniBhed, amid the gtatulationa of a 
■iriUd and bapt)y peoj^e." 

" WUlat it haa been theoretically admitted upon all sidos that out 
FfMth fellow aal^ieets are fully entiileJ to a representation in the Conn- 
(ila of the Sovereign, aa weU as of the people, 8ir Chailes Bagot baa been 
aaauM with unwonted bitteraeeB for the eeLectiooa which be has niaids 
■-rtdiarga aa eonsiatent and as rational aa it would be to admit the light 
«r Ae people of Great Britain to a representation in the Executive 
CSBDDCils of tiie nation, and then denounce her Majesty for salectjng such 
■KB aa a Peel and a WeDington ; since the same British prineiplea of 
state policy, and the same means of information which luggested to her 
Hqeaty, Sir Robert Peel, and the Duke of Weilinglon, aa tbe most in- 
ibential and appropriate advisers of the Crown in behalf of the people of 
Oreat Britain, SDggeeted to Sir Charles Bsgol certain individuals whom 
he has ejected aa the most jnflnential and appropriate sdviserB of the 
jJrown in briwlf of the French people of Canada; a measnre so just, so 
M<9i so expedient, aa to induce the Hon. Mr. Dkapbb, not only to advise 
i^bat to. regard his own retirement from the power and emoluments of 
ijSce ae not too great a sacrifice for its accomplishment— thereby furnish- 
Wa.noWe exfunple of genuine patriotism and the highest possible eoco 
^SaK OR .Sir ^aiarIes3agot^ pofioy." 
■■■■,. p 
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" If U7 on* dremiittuMe^ in addition to tfae eeiiMioiinMM of btvui^ 
deno htt dot;, uid die ezprasBioiia of gratitude and BrmpBth; wbidi gnt/t 
him from ererj part cf the ProTiiKe, coo allemte the tafRringa of S( 
Ghulei Baprt, and the diiappointroent of so premature a retlretneDt fn» 
^cSt it tniMt be the respectful aud afiectionate referencea vbich aw 
dail7 made to him by bia distiti|fuished tuEcetsor, Bm Chaklu HsTctKn; 
lodeed It ia a spectacle of moral sobliroitj deligblfol and a&bctin; to the 
whole country, to eee tnro each ■talearam, free from every feetiog eT 
perwmal jealouay, almost emulate each other ia expreasioae of confldenea 
and hope on the one side, and of praise and sympathy on the: otbtf. 
Were their spirit imhibed and tlieir example imitated by the entire popa- 
lation of Canada, how booq would tbe fuhninaiions of bigotry and Ihe 
erimmatioiu of party ceate throoghout the land, and be socceeded by the 
purer language of Christian charity, and the nobler acta of pohUc 
patriotism ." 

Snch was the non-party adminietratiTe doctrine of the lata Ceunaellor* 
Vid their supporters twelve months ago. How came that which was 
true, and right, and conalitutiona], and Deceeaary in 1849, to become himt, 
and wrong, and unconatitulionat, and destnictiTe in 1844 1 How caBi# 
that which was the glory of Sir Charles Bagot to become the shame of 
Sir Cliarlea Metcalfe? The change is not in the principles involved, but 
in the party interests and proceedings of those who formeriy professed, 
bnt now denounce them. The change is not in Sir Charles Metcalfe) bnt 
ID his accusers. The doctrine of administering the government, and 
diatributiog the patronage of the'Crawn, was pure, and sacred, and loyal, 
(as expressed in tbe reply to the address against Mr. Baell,] as long aa it 
fiivonred tbe party interests of the late Couneellors, but it became useoai 
stituUonal heresy, as soon as it admitted a poor widow's son, not of their 
party, to th^ office of Clerk of the Peace in a new District ; and Hr 
Cborlea Metcalfe must be condemned and banished, aa an enemy of Canaih 
for maintaining it! Shameupon tbe sbamelessnees of party incmsiateaej 
and sel&sfaness ! 

It is also worthy of reipark, that a large portion of tlie Canadian presp 
which animadverted upon the doctrine and facts of my essay above quoted, 
now support Sir Charles If etcalfe for taking hia stand upon the same 
identic^ doctrine. It is thua that the two parties bare to a coneideiablt 
extent changed sides and exchanged principles. Tbe late Counsellori) 
and their supporters have espouGed the old Canadian Tory doctrine of 
party government and party exclusion ; white their opponents (excS^ 
the Woodstock JIfonai-iA and one dt. two lundrod prints that still ret^ 
in the nntsbell of their own littleness), having learned wisdom In t)i4 
m;I)ooI of' ndversit? have become the advocates of the olj ooAstitutioniil 
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iWbna doctrine of "eqiial Juatice toill clftMMud partiM." Thtfautef 
ftanUh eumplcB oT oonTflrrion gntifjing to erery jiidiuona wall-wub«r 
<£ hit oDuiitiy; the foriner prasent humiliatiDg iuataacM ^ apoitacjr. 
Mr. Hmdu flven ki^Male to tbe old reprobated ay stem of compact exda- 
■ininn aa aatbOTJty for the policy of hia coUeagnea aod bimaelf. Id hia 
r^lf to Hr. VisBB, p. 13, Hr. Hincka eajB — " How absuTd it is for tbe 
GuadiKaTuriea, wbo, when in power, acted moat atrictlf on the priaciple 
of nerer giving afficea to their oppoDeota, to come forward now to eoa- , 
danu) thdr own practice." There may be incoDaiatencj in the "Canadian - 
Tode^ d«iD{ kv but I aea no abmrdity in " Canadian Tones" or any 
body elae doing right now, bectose ttiey did wrong once. But ia it not 
llofth inCooiiatent and worae than abaurd for Hr, Hincka and hia colleagoea 
and. their aapportera not only "to come forward now and condemn thair 
own practice" but to advocate and adopt the practice of tbe " Canadkn 
Toriea,"-^ practice which all ahadea of Reformera in Canada have r^iro- -^ 
bated daring many years — a practice to which aome of the late Counael- 
Ibra have aacrtbed the rebellion ilaelf ! It ia squally attaard for the late' 
ConnaellorB to retain the name of Reformera when they, by their own 
confeaaioD, adopt and advocate the former practice of the "Canaan' 
Tdriea." Id his Toronto AasociatioD apeech, March S5, Mr, BAi^mw 
mnarked — "Aroao, itwaasatd, by any other name would imell aaaweet, 
and he wonld ventDre to aay that the poppy would be eqaally diaagree- 
aUe to the senae, and equally deieteriuua in its effiicta, though digniSed 
with the name of the queen of flowers. [Enthnaiaelic cheera.] If they 
were to have the old ayatem, let them have it under ita own name, ' the 
compact syitom,' or any other adapted to ita hideoua deformitiee." In' 
ttua I quite agree with Mr. Baldwin ; aiid if he and hia late colleagoea 
have adopted the practice of the old ayatem of the " Canadian Tories"' 
they onght to "have it under ita own name"— and not foster the old* 
monater under some new and faacinattng name calculated to conceal "ita 
hideoui deformities." It was always admitted that the evil of the old 
practice, waa not in the men, but in the syatem. IT it haa heretofore 
been iajurious to tbe inlellectual improvemcnl, aocial happineaa and good 
government at the country, it can be no less so now. 

But the avowed practical policy of 9ir Cbarlea Metcalfe Is suatained not 
only by the declarations of Lord Durham, Lord Sydenham, Sir Cbarlea 
Bagot, the lale Counselbrs ibemBelves, and the organs of the Toronto 
Aasociation; his Excellency ia also supponed by Ihe concurring views of 
dw reformera in Nova Scolia. Tbe reformers there have only asked fol 
aO tquai representation In the Executive Council, and have deprecate^ 
vreti the discussion of the qilestion of a party government in the Legia- 
latme. In the debate on the reply to tbe opening ipeechfrom the throne, 
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Mr.'lSMKnid— ''Tnnuvf to tbc mwiict past of tto U i n m I t at If. 
party p>veramMt— iw (Mr. Howe) TJowed it ma • ^aarticn of itaatf 
ilUinitabla scope; ud meuUd At* iboNMabwU Mt fca cniU m la Ji*. 
eMW," Aid in th» ameBdcarat to tiie kddrwa which waa iirnpn— I ud 
vMsdfbrbj Ibe refbrraera K Ibe Nova Scotia Hobm of AnhdU^ ia At 
QMavitag decbntion .- '■ The quatimi of JMrfy gBK n 'aawa l if oaa mUA 
M$ fcowe diet not ftdi Uulf ealUd upon to roue at tiu pruad (baa." 
And aa to the prerogative, Mr. Howe remarked in nfij (a a u 
attack that hid bceo nude apon hiirt^" There waaaa little oi 
in what had been written about ■ forcing epinione' npon L<»d F 
No man had a right to do that ; tli had iba right to rtatim, rtm 
mtrt, and go into oppMitU*. Tbtn wen conatibitioiNi diaAa aat 
gtiard* openting all loand a Govarnor. bvt leamng Ou pnavgrntbrn 
tmfitttrtd." 

Thiiparttf patronage doctrine is denouncod by even the u^g rvpaUtr 
caa* of the United Slates, and is onlj advocated by the party of what W» 
called " L«eo Focod' in that CQUUtrj — that ia, the ttoaaerati thg nuna 
appbad by Mr. Roebuck [who well understatidB the anitirc of their jraAir) 
to the late CoanMllori and their supporters, Mr, UiACT, the late "Zap* 
Aeo"GovernDrof the State of New York-.4be friend of the ajmpathiaeis 
and brigand! againat Canada, in 1338— thus avows thia doctrine in one of 
\^ apeechea in Congreaa ; "It may be, air, that the politiciaoa of Uw 
United Statea are not ho fsatJdious as some gentleoua are, aa to disctoir 
i^ the principles on which they act. They boldly preach what tfm 
piaettee. When they are contending for victory, they avow their (nt«4> 
tien tff ejijoying the fruiti 0/ it. If they are defeated, they expect t«i 
ntira from t^ce ; if they are sacceaaful they daia^ aa a nuttar of righ^ 
tbaadrantagea of succeaS' They see nothing wrong in the role that !•' 
tiM metor belmtgi tbt spoil Iff Ike tuemi/." 

Mr. Makcz, like Mr. SuLi-ivut, in hia explanatory ipaeeh, apoaka of 
thoae QOt of hia parly as the enemy, and repreaenta the government air 
daaigned for the beneSt of the victorious party and not for the Welfare of 
the whole community. This theory, therefore, of the " apoiW for the ont 
party to the exclusion of the other, ia the policy of Amoricu Loco Foeo 
iemoeraey, andnotthe principle of BritiahconatitutJoDal government. Th« 
late whig President of the United Slates repudiates this partyiem in hit 
government. Mr. Hincks haa aaid that governing without " refermea to 
party considerations is inconsistent with representative government." Bijt 
what Bays the head of even a democratic republic 1 He was elevated to 
hia office by a majority of the suffrages of his country ; but doM he Mf 
on reaching that elevation, that he will govern for the benefit of tkow 
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ilkii1mt«dfsrkiahudMgftrdu''mea)iN" tbow who voted rgraaetbwf 
N0| likem tia«TopreMiitativeof ■ couBtiy, wba, when once in vaitad iritk 
tto etwraotei, represeota the inlerests of the entice countrf without 
nCuucA to the puty Ib^t either supported or opposed bim, the l>te 
Piieaidaot HiMjuBom, io his inaugural addrea?, dednrea thtt he will know 
■a fKttj io tus fovarament. InteLligeot repabliciuis throughout the 
Doited States responded to that doctrine; and only "damocnts" oppoeied 
iL Aad is a British Governor to be less just — less impartisl — less of ft 
party patrona^ man, than an American Prasident T Let the rollowing 
jost and noblo senlinents of the lata President Hasbisoii sink deep into 
the mind trf' the reflecting reader, and abash the democratic policy of 
party selflshneas which has riaen op in Canada : 

"BeTors coucludini;, felloir-citiwns, I must say something to you on 
the •object of the parlies at this tioie eiistiog in one eoDDtry. 

" IT parties^ in a Republic, are necessary to secure a degree of vigilance 
mfficient to keep tbe public Amctionaries within the bounds of law ukI 
dnty) of &at point their utefSdneu endi. Btyond fKat, tket/ fi«WMS 
(tomctAK ofpailie tr(rfu«, tkepareni* of a tpiril antagoitUl Io Aat ^f 
liberty, and eMn<iia% ill tnevilabU tOTiqueror. It wasthe beanliful remark 
of adiatinguishnd English wriier, that, 'in the Roman Senate, Octarius bad 
sparty, and Anthony a party, bat the Commonwealth had none.' Alwftji 
the friend of my countrymen, never tbe flattwer, it becomes roy duty to 
my to them, from this bigfa place, to which their partialis has exited 
nt^ that there enats in the land a spirit hostile to their best interests— 
hoMile to liberty iteelf-^t is a tpirit eanlracttd tit iti vieiu, m^jU m &» 
al JKL It looks to tbe aggrandizement of n few, a few, even to Um 
dntroetion of thie interests of the whole. The entire remedy is with 
tita people. Something, however, may be effected by the means which 
theylme plaoed in my bands. 

ofttsAaUwit iMtOBn/, MOts/a parti/ for At take offkcUfort^ 
tM » [AiMNi of the ukofa emmtryfor At take ofihe imWs eowOry—ioft 
tke^efbnoe of its iotsMsta and its bonoor against foreign aggreasJon— 
ftr the d^snce of those primuplsd for which our anaestors bo ^riousfy 
MMended. Aifar tu U d^endt vjton me, it ehail be aeeoa^itked. Alt 
OeiBfluence that I posaese ahaU be exerted to prevent tbe foraulioB, ■( 
but, of an executive party in the balls of the legislative body. 

"The (nt« tfirii qf liberty, although devoted, persevering, bold, and 
ancerapcomiaing in priociplf^ that eecured, t* mild and toleraiU, and icru- 
fitUm aatollie uttant it at^oyi, whilst tbt tpirit of party assuming t« 
Itt that of liberty, £i liarth, vtndieHtx, and taiofcron^ and tolaUy redd€U 
tg to Ati lAaratttroftkeaUittukiAit bringi to tkemd ofiU tatut. 
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/aiUtorettillittadangtnHUMteuHMtoSuExeaaivtpmMr," ' 

In coDcliuion, I think the Tut* •nd anthwitiM I ban thna kdduoad, at* 
iaffieient to eatabliah the propoMtioDB with which I comineDaed this ptqier. 
The Utter part of the wreath propomtion wilt raceire a mon dutinct con- 
■Uentioa, wbm I come to dlMMua the tighlk and nwtt propoaitiou in 
the imt number tt thia arpunent. 



No. 8. 

The mghA, and part of the nmA propontion will romi the to[Hca of 
' 1 Id the present number ; Dunsly, " That tt« proctediitgt nf 
li IdiB CounttUort, mum Ike prmvgation, hue b«en uaprtcedatttd, 
r, if not dtttrvethe of legal govtmmaii—taiadated, though 



" That M at Itart leotti deferent iiutaaceM have the latt ComteUort 
dgwrttJ froBi BritiA eomtUvtutimt ti*age~-that th* praent eaurae of 
kottiiitg agaiiut the Governor General and her Majettt^t government, bjf 
tome of them, nuifl he attended wUh iiyuriotu \f not fatal eoiueqiteiuet,'' 

In mj iptrodnctorj addresa to the people of Canada Weit, I stated' 
that for aome mombera of the late Coancil I entertained the reapect and' 
eateem of pemnal frtendahip. I referred to two of the ^Qtlemm on 
whose recent proceeding* I am about to anioiadvert. I confeaa I had 
hoped mach from their legislation and adniinistratioD in the governawnt.' 
Tha only idea I entertained of evn writing any thing which would 
inrolve a rsferenee to their proceedings, waa a dissertation or two on the. 
connexion between the laws ol' a countiy and the happiness of its inhabi-. 
tv>tBi and the adaptation of the colonial relations of Canada and the laws 
raacted since the onion of the two Provinces, to the condition and lute-. 
iwata of the poople, and the apiiit which ahould be cultivated by the pcofde 
and their ruler* to render the operation of those laws and reUtions bene- 
fleial. The deep felt conviction of duty which has impelled me to con- 
demn where I had hoped to approve, to expose, cenaure, remonstrate end 
warn, instead of elucidating, applauding, sncuuragiDg and congratntatiD|f, 
jnvolvcs one of the most painful eventa of my public life. But wbatevw- 
othen might think of men or portiea, I have always profeeeed to love tnitir 
Wid jnattO* more tiian raea— to regulate mj own conduct hj p^mdjttlt 



.,^,oo.^lc 



119 

ui not bf putiM. hong befon Mr. BtUtriu had « putjr, Nid botli 
boTon tuid aiiice Uie nnJon of tha Camdaa, I bave diselumod Mug a puty 
man, and protMt«d agaiiMt being judged by tbe rula or partf. I did m 
ezplicitl;,- either in eiplaDalion or in reply to attaclu, in the CMtiian 
Guardian of Hay IB, Jul; 11, August lb, September 19, 183S; June 5t 
October SS, 1839; January S and US, February 5, and April IS, 1840. 
I'd TefereUcfl to scores of actackH which hafe been made upon me on this 
ground, and in juaiiGcatioD of the remarks which I am about to make, I 
Will quote the following passage fVom the Chriitian Guardian of June 
5tb, 1899, when Mr. Baldwin was in private life, and when no amall 
degree of odiuQi and labour id aapporting "equal rlghta and privileges for 
allclaasesof her Majetty's Canadian subjects" fell upon tnyself. "Bsfor* 
entering into the snbject of attack, we beg to make two or three prelimi- 
nary remarks; — 1. Ourviews of the science of government, aa well as of 
theology, and of the system of government adapted to the society and 
condition of this Province, were deilvedfVom early reading and reflection, 
. iad^endetit and teil'ioul Ike knoteledge of polilical party, fi. We havs 
alwaya professed to advocate principles, irrespective of party. S. It is 
jMSsible to advDcale the same intereats and objects, and yet, st dillbrent 
times, support and oppose the same man and the same party ; namely/ 
when the said man or party assumes an attitude of hostility to those 
interests and objects, or connects other and ineconcilable interests and 
objecta with them. If our conaistency be tested by the men or partial 
that we have supported or opposed, we readily acknowledge ouraelvea 
very inconsistent ; yet it is by this rule that we have been frequently 
judged. Against ruck a rule af judgmeiit, hotoevrr, wb protest, at we 
ntver pro/etted to regulate our public or private eondutl by it ; but hava 
cgain and again repudiated it at incompatible aith our duty and qfflee. 
It we bad professed to be devoted to party, then an Inquiry Into tiia 
manner in which we supported the party which we profeasedly espoused, 
in order to judge of our consistency, would be perlectly fUr. But as, on 
tbe contrary, we have always disavowed any thing of ihe kind, the ques- 
HoD i^ not what parly we have supported or opposed, but, what jmac^ptes 
in regard both to the civil and ecclesiastical affiurs of the Province, we 
have advocated." 

Sneb WW my views and positions in 1838; such they are in 1844; and 
whilst I pay a willing and cordial tribute to the amiablenee^ uprightned% 
asd generosity of Mr. Baldwin, the private and profesaional man, I protsM 
■gainat the doiags of Mr. BauHVUf the party man; and whilat I hoMtf 
Hm Itindness and liberty of Mr. Sm^ivAV as aa iudiM l ^ wi ^■ F oMMlk 
but 4^nei^ Ualate proceadii^ and deqrise his'" I.«gioN" partimwU^ 
■riwKbtrlnUJBMinhiiMlfM^towvdi Mrv Hwot» cwtta gnari 
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(if Ilia ptnuiMlitiw dMriag th« eulj part of Lotd SjdmdiluB'B arfminubw 
tf«ti, Bad Klowirtedgc tin gtaeal e o i a t^mj of hia Itta remidu io ngM 
tomTMlf, I RHUt icprobata with foeliogBof tbeBtrot]K''t*'>^V°*^>'^ 
•Diidaot toward* the Oovernor General aad her Uajert^'i gorennboit 

If the proceedingi of the late Counaellara, in ibeir demandi upoi; hii 
ISaceUeiiey and their mode of resigiiauon and ezplatiitiDn, were oa^ncer 
fcotad; their conduct since has been Dnexampled. A mu who haebeen 
devatsd to the itation of minister of tha Crowiv bu obligationa of du^ 
to hia Sovereign and to his country reetiog upon hioi after hia retireDMBt 
fiem offica aa well ai before. A vBlgar niBtk, wbeo he quarrela wilb & 
seifbbonr, employe againat him all the epitheta and iaiinttaliona that hia 
aqipoaed biatory can euggeat or the metic'g owB inugigatioM and paaaiMM 
veale. A retired miaiater of the Crown ought not lo to conduct hinaelf 
towarda hia Soveieiipi, Britiik praeliee during a boDdred and fifty yean 
mAeul txu^on, inculcatea tha language of the pfofonndeat iwpect 
towarda hia Someiga from the lips of the ex-miuiatei^ aa well as mioiatei 
of the Crown. Were it otherwiaet that Freedom of intercourae hetwew 
tha Crown and ita confidential advisers which ia eaeeutiaL to the aafe and 
iAdent adminiatiaiion of governmeot would be interrupted and destroyed; 
leaerre and Jiatroat would characterise all tbe communications between 
Iha Sovereign sad hii adviser^ and discord would ever and anon paraljae 
their mo*t important cotinseU, confidence and fiankneea would flee frem 
the palac^ and anspicion and dapUcity would enccced. Every retired 
Blitiah minister haa, therefore, invariably regarded as Btcrsd tbe feelings 
tbe inteigrity, the principles^ the understanding, the character of his Sovs- 
njfni and no Britiab Sovereign since the days of William and Mary, haa 
kad eanae to i^^t or bluah for t)ie moat unreHerved freedom with any of 
kU advifers. But in vbat way have the ex-Qounsellora treated tha 
rspreaentative of their Sovereign 1 Tfaey commenced by impeaching his 
pdnciplea and conduct aa unconatitutional; they have continued bj im- 
pugning hia jnatiee and integrity, and even ridiculing hia underatanding. 
Wilneaa the Toronto •^aoewA'on addrai itself, written by one ex-Goun- 
nUor, and j^ought before the ABsocialion for its adoption by wother-r- 
aa addreaa abounding in insinaations which cannot be true unless the 
GoTunor General is a deceiver, a tyrant, and a hypocrite. Witness Mr. 
SBckfe* cliaige of wtlfbl falsehood agairnt hie Bnellen^ in a p^aage 
wkkfa I quoted in a jmoeiiag number. Witnsas Mr. SuUivan's niilJW 
flan of the QvTbnnr General at a pnblie meeting at jfilmtvi^ in the HoM* 
Sirtiici, aiaiar tbe ehaneter and liUe of "CharM the fin^ria." yritkm 
Mr. laldwia^ ^Mcebea M Toranta<>at ona time isaaijiiiiinj Ui XUrf' 
iMMjcto bam anpteyed a Phiwmfegint h km mivatt, knd ngsMtarM 
iMWDWh7thaMlM*aerbtiflip%ka4 'wt awMfaar tkna Mlil# tap Mi 
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EzceUencj u dimng to impose upon the people of Caaada "anew- 
Omgled Bjetem of RespoDaible Got era meat"— and conclading n philippic 
1^ ridicula ig^nit his Bscellencj's reply {or rather one perverted phrase 
of his replj) to the Clore District Cooncii — especislly bis advice to them 
to " keep" responsible government, " cling to it," not to "throw it away" 
—in the following words: " They aJI, no doubt, remembered the story o! 
Little Redridingbood, and the poor child's astoaishment and alarm, ■• 
she b^;an to trace the featarea of the waif instead of those of her vene- 
rable grandmother; and let the people of Canada beware lest when the; 
trace the real outlines of this new-fangled Rssponsible Government and 
calling out in the sympathy of their hearts, Ob, grandmother, what big 
eyes you have 1 Ob, grandmother, what a great big nose you have ! it 
may not, as in the case of poor little Redridingbood, be Loo late, and the 
reply to the exclamation. Oh, grandmother, wbat a great big mouth you 
have 1 be, 'thafe to gobble yon up the better, mj child.' [Cheers and 
much laughter.]" 

Now, it maybe fan for Mr. Baldwin, and cause " cheers and mueb 
laughter" amongst the statesmen of the Toronto Association, for bim to 
exhibit the Representative of his Sovereign (of whom he had recently 
been a confidential adviser) as in the passage just quoted; it may comport 
very well with Mr, HmcKs' feelings (the concluding sentence of his letter 
to Mr. BucBAHAn notwithstanding) to represent his Excellency as know- 
ing what he had stated to be untrue ; it may seem very witty for Hr. 
BubUFAn (notwithstanding his testimony to Sm CsAiiLBa Mbtcai^f^b 
vigorous understanding and noble character in the concluding part of his 
explanatory speech) to shew up hia Excellency to tho wise people of 
Sharon, as a timpleton ; it may be a necessary piece of parlyum for 
Messrs. SuLLtvAS and Baldwin to apply to the Governor General the 
abusive insinuations and attacks which pervade the Toronto ^uoeialioit 
tSidreu; but where is the precedent of firifuApracfiM for such conduct! 
How would such conduct on the part of ex-mioisters in England be 
viewed by the Parliament, or the nation 1 Would the people of England 
be likely to force such Counsellors upon tbeir Sovereign after they hod 
thus treated him T Would the British ParUament be Ukely to peraiit 
them to come again in the presence of the Sovereign as his ministers I 
Would not humanity to tbeir Sovereign forbid it t Would not a sense 
of propriety iu the nation prevent it, unless atler satisfactory proof of 
deep humiliation and contrition 1 If the Sovereign has not an uniimitod 
choice in the selection of his advisers, but must in a great measure bo 
controlled by Parliament, is not that Parliament bound by ever; conside- 
ration of propriety, houor, justice and humanity, to see that the Sove- 
reign's feelings and chuacter are protected against thoso who either have 
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been or miy be hia adnsera T Id diys of uDlimited moDirchy— before 
respondble govemiaeat wm known — the Sorereign had the lemedf 
entirety in hii own bands ; bat as Parliament hoa now a voice or control 
ID the appointment of adTiaers of tbe Sorereign, Parliament ia bound in 
the Hune proportion to defend from wanton inault and invasion tbe feel- 
jnga, and ebtracter and happineaa of the Sovereign. Reader, would yoo 
regard jooreelf aa a free and bappj man, were you compelled to conuut 
yooraelf and all your interests to thoae 1^0 had held you up to the pnblie 
u ^tber a aimpleton, or a deepot, and conducting yourself wolf-lik* to- 
wards all who were in yonr power 1 Is tbe Representative of your Sove- 
reign to be tbnB treated T 

Bat this very language of ridicule and sneers, in which Messrs. Baldwin 
and Sullivan have so much gloried (Tor I might select many exaroples), 
argnee tbe conacioua tadneas of their own cauee. Dr. Dwiobt (late 
Freaident of Yale College) bas justly remarked, in bis ZOth Disconrs^ 
" a cauee which needs tbe support of ridicule and sneers is bad, of coars^ 
and is by its abettors seen to be bad ; for no man of common sense will 
resort to this feeble and ineffectual mode of attack or defence, when the 
sorer, more rational, and more efficocioua resort to aober argument ia in 
bis power." 

And if ancb has been the language of the ez-minister leaders of tbe 
Toronto Association, it may be easily supposed that its less responsibla 
members and newspaper organs have indulged with as little restraint •• 
decency in tbe same style. The Giobe has attained nearly to an equality 
with Mackenzie's celebrated Advocate ^ Coiutitvtion ; and the Examine 
is not far in tbe rear, as amongst tbe firat words on which I cast my eyes 
in lately looking over one of his Editorials, was tbe designation of Sir 
Charles Metcalfe aa " fAe ptditieal ipoiler who is datroyiag uw aubttanu 
and tubverting oar peace." Mackenzie'! Caroline Mnaaae ia not much 
in advance of this. But it is with the proceedings of tbe ez-CouDselloM 
I have to do in this paper, and not with those of their aubalterns. And 
I would ask if their proceedings and language, aa above referred to, are 
not calculated to degrade tiie majesty of (be throne, to lower the dignilj 
of the adviaers of the Crown, and weaken the moral influence of the whole 
executive branch of Ihe conatitution 1 Tbe honour of the Crown will not 
belong preserved inviolate in the country at large, if it be thiia trampled 
upon by those who have recently been intrusted with ita counsels. 

To language so unexampled is also added <polMc(d organaalioa unpre- 
cedented. Can tbe Inte Cennsellora adduce an instance of ei-ministeri 
in England having even allied tbemielvee with, or attended the proceed- 
iDga of, much less created a political aseociation such as the late Coun- 
eellora have formed in Toronto 1 In the most exciting periods of Parlia- 
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ncDtarj nTonn and political org&nicatiaa in Elogluid, hare anj of tlioM 
political aaaocidtiona on the one aide or the othor ever included the nams 
of eren one mimBter or ex-minJBter of the Crown 7 Did Earl Grey and 
hie colleaguee ever become leaders, or membera of such awociatioDS, evm 
when the Sovereign got thsm out of office on account of his hostilitj to 
their policy ? Did Sir Robert Feel do so in 1339) when ber Majesty 
rejected his advice and claimed as her prerogative not to submit to the 
sdvice of a niiniater appoiotmeatH which be had recommended her to 
mafcel Did Sir Robert Peel or his ez-miDisterial opponents ever use 
such language towards their Sovereign, as the late Counaellora have 
used towarda the Governor Oeoeral ! Sir Robert Peel c&Iml)' left the 
points of difference between his Sovereign and himaelf to the nation; the 
BktioD bj a ganera.) eloctioo decided in favour of the Sovereige, and Sir 
Bobert Peel was left out of office for two years, when he gained the 
majority of Parliament to his views on the corn law qiiestion. But duriog 
tint interval of two yews did Sir Robert Peel use a diBrespeclful or 
offinsive word towards his Sovereign, or in word or maoner impeach the 
views or conduct of tiiat Sovereign T Was not his whole conduct cha- 
racterised by such respect and courtesy as to gain more and more upon 
the good will of the Sovereign ; so tiiat, in IS41, she cordially acceded to 
his advice respecting all the appointmenta of the royal household, aa well 
as respecting the great offices of state 1 How differently have the lat« 
Counsetlors conducted themsdvea in regard toher Majesty in the person of 
her representative t In their Association speeches and address dujtlitity is 
the principle of his professions: tyranny the nature of his acts; the ir){^ 
the exemplar of hu policy; and nmple the appellation of hia character. 
With what sort of face could they come into the presenceof the tepre* 
sentative of the Sovereign after having applied such epithets and inslnu- 
■tioDs to him ? With what decency could they be pressed upon him 
'Without a due repentance for such conduct 1 With what impartiality 
smd justice could they pretend to advise any representative of the Sove- 
reign on the afiairs of the Provioce, after having founded and become the 
articled confederates of a political party aaaociation 1 They would ex- 
claim loudly against a member of the Orange* Association being an 
adviser of the Crown— nay, the original draft of their bill provided that 
an Orangeman should not even bear arms as a militiaman — (a provision 
that would have operated rather doubtfully in ISST); and could a member 
of the Toronto AsBacialion, with a shadow of consjatency or propriety, 
then be an adviser of the Crown T The signs of the one association may 
be secret, and the aigoa of the other association may not be secret ; the 
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obligatioDB of the one umciatioD msy rest opon an oath, uid the oUiga- 
tioDi of the other may rest npon "an hoDcet man'H word," which ia said 
to be aa good as his oath ; the jKoTessioni of the one may be Protertout 
and lojai, tha profeBaioQs of the other may be confessedly party politick; 
the sabordinate members of the ooe may possess mora pbyaical coange 
and he less scrupulous and more hazariloaa as to tlie use of phync^ 
weapons than those of the other, except when there is a certainty of 
mperiority and success ; but ie the one associatioQ any more than the 
other known to the constitution of the coantry t Are not the members 
1^ the one association aa well as those of the other pcditically isolated 
fVom th«r fellow subjects 1 Are they not avowedly more so on the part 
of the Toronto AHsoclattoD ? Do they not avowedly claim the spoils of 
office power and emolam^it^ for themselves and their confederatea, to 
tite ezcbsioQ of all others 1 Has it not been shewn beyond doubt that 
the real contast between tbem and the Sovereign is, that that Soveraign 
through her representative insists upon bestowing the power and emolu- 
ments of patronage not upon the Toronto Asaociationists and their con- 
federates exclusively, hut upon all classes without distinction of party 1 
Can an aaaoeiation more dangerous be conceived than one fonned ag&inat 
the Crown under such eircumetanees, the leaders of which avsw such 
objects, aspeci^ly in view of recent events in Canada t The Arabians— 
the descendants of Ishmael— profess that the God of heaven has given 
them a right to their country and to vAatever Ihei/ viayjmd m it, because 
their ancestor did not receive an equal portion with his brethren. When 
they therefore relieve the traveller or the merchant of all that he pos- 
wssee, they do not profess to plunder or rob— they say, "we gavud it." 
So the leadeN of the Toronto Assoeiation claim for thenutelrea and theirs 
•U the spoils of office whieh may be fbund in the oonntry, to the exclu- 
■ion of even a poor widoVa son not of their fraternity, and they found and 
sappOTt the association as a lever to elevate themselves to power in order 
to make the Crown a " tool" for the attainment of such an end. The 
spirit of ench a dominion is labnoeKfuA, end the principle of such a policy 
is that of IihmaetUm ; and the heading of such an organization by an ex- 
niinistet of tbe Crown is an anomaly of the Dineteenth century. The 
enlightened and Sequent Oisborkb, in his admirable work on the DutitM 
of Men, after eipiaining the DvtuM of ike Executive OJEcw-i of Govem- 
maii, tbos remarks upon the duties i^ an Kc-minister of the Ciown i 
"When divested of his employment, whether he withdraws from tbe 
busy world into the shade of privacy, or continues to serve his country as 
a member of Parliament, he will arm his breast against the stings of 
uitauccessfal ambition, and purify it from every emotion of bittemesa and 
resentment against tiioee who have profited by his fall. If he contioaes 
to »ct bis part on tbe political itage, he will be on his guard agaiztat th« 
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Hcret twnkeriDg after emolument and power, usuallf preilumiiiuit id 
tbooe who bave once been in posaesaioD of hig-h official situBtionB, He 
will not frame his parliamenlarj conduct with an iDsidioua view to regain 
theemtneoce from which he has been cast down ; he will not eeek popu- 
larity bf diaingenuous artificea; he will not hoist a standard to collect the 
diaconteoted) nor .present himself as the leader of the factioas. He will 
HippoTt, from bii heart, every measure of hia BuccoBaors which promiaes 
to promote the general welfare ; however evidently it ma; contribute to 
raise them io public estimation, und conEequently to obBtruct the return 
of himself and bis friends to the helm of goverament," 

With how much more dignity and propriety would the late Counsellors 
have concluded, and how much more benefit would they have conferred 
Upon the country, had ihey adopted such a course, instead of getting up 
an organized agitation against the Representati»e of their Sovereign T 
The late Counaellora for Lower Canada have pursued the dignified course 
of retired British minislers ; so did Messrs. Howe, Uniacke, and McNab, 
of Nova Scotia. They did not even attend a public meeting aeaembled 
in their behalf in the metropolis of that Province. The resolutions were 
comOmnicated to them at their own residences. 

Bat the BBHTtHicNTS inculcated at the Toronto Association, and by its 
principal organs, are as atUi-ealonial aa the proceedings of their ex-minis- 
ter founders are unministerial. They have scouted the phrase, " RespoD- 
•ible Government as applicable to a colony ;" and the Governor-General's 
lemark, that, as applicable to a colony, it was "atill au vndejoud qasM- 
tion," they have denied as a fact, and reprobated as a covert attempt to 
subvert the constitutional liberties of the people of Canada. They have 
supposed that they woald obtain a decisive advantage over his Excellency 
by representing his absence of precise definitions as hostility to the aya- 
tam of Responsible Government, contrary to his own assertions. Now, 
such a proceeding was as disingenuouB in itself as it was unjust to the 
Govemor-GeneraL They hnew thata precise definition of Responsible 
Government itself was imposajble. Tbeir own Mr. Blase has declared 
it abaolutely und^fiHiahle, and said, " we seek not to define it." They also 
knew that BespcnBible Government, aa appUcahU to a colony, was to 4 
still greater extent not only an " undefined," but an undefinabie question. 
They hUo knew that Responsible Government in a colony and in the 
parent state, is not one and the same thing, as they and their organs have 
sought to impreea upon tbs public mind. . I say advisedly they knew it, 
because they had avowed it. The first part of the resolationa ofSeptem. 
ber, 1841,'T]uoted by the Ute Counsellors in their written communication 
to the Governor-General, ia as follows : ■' That the Head of tke ExeaUive 
Omxrnment of Ike Province, being witkiit the litnitt of hit Govtrtment the 
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Rtfrmentaliee of At Soi>ereign, it ropeiutUc to tht Imjmial atMoribf 
aloHt," NoW| the length and breadth of the import of this leaplution, ii 
(in addititm to direct Imperial iDtemta Mid foreig^n commerce,) the length 
ud braadUi «f the diffbrance batween RespoDBJbla Government in Great 
Britain and in Canada ; and when the late CounaelloiB aball have given a 
precise daGnition of tbia reeolution ia all the workings of our government, 
then maj they charge the Governor-General with sometbing a good deal 
woMe than ignorance) for speaking of the theorj of Responsible Govern- 
ment, aaapplied to a colony, as astill undefined queation. InEn^andths 
Sovereign is not responaiirie to an; body for ai^ act of the govemownt; in 
Canada the "Head of the Executive Government is responsible to the Im- 
perial authority" for every act of his government ; and he it tk« odli 
mtnber of tke Canadian Exteative that can be impeached aadpuniAed for 
&e aett of kit goeemmtitt. Now, if the Governor of Canada is involved 
in a reqwnsibilitj in which his Sovereign is not — a responsibilitj equal in 
magnitode to t^e sum total of the acts of bis government— then must ho, 
within the range of his additional responsibility, be invested with some 
additional power ; for responsibility without power is a contradiction and 
■banrdity. In the tixlk number of these papers, I have shown that the 
Govemor-Generel has recognised Responsible Government in Canada to 
ike fait extent of tbe resolutions of September, 1S41 ; but those resolu- 
tioBs themselves recognize a difierence between Responsible Government 
in England and Responsible Government as appUcable to a colony. What 
that difi^rence is, it is needless for me to undertake to say, until the 
AssociationistB shall hsve defined the natare and extent of the above 
quoted reeolution. While that resolution remains, the maxim that " the 
King can do no wrong," cannot be a[^Ued to the head of the Canadian 
Executive ; that ia, as long as Canada remains a Province of the British 
Empire. 

How then do they evade the force of that resolution ! Why, by not 
only avoiding all attempts to explain it, and even all reference to it, hut 
t^ praetitally and pontively denying ili application, — nay, by demmtdmg 
Ae very principle of it. This office Ihey appear to have assigned to 
lit, B1.AKB. In the execution of it, they repestedly and entbiisiastically 
cheered him ; and for having performed it, Mr. Sullivan most warmly 
eulogiaed him. Tbe followiog pasi^ages from Mr. Blake's Toronto Asso- 
^tion speech, with the accompanying cheeri, arc my witnesses : — " Bat 
it is said that the head of the Executive Government here, is responsible 
to the people of England, Now, lading out of vieiv for a moment the 
pactical eflhct of this responsibility, which we shall consider by and by, 
we do now unhesitatingly assert, that however well fitted such responsi- 
Ulitj Bay b« to deprive ua of all shadow of liberty, it can never nist us 
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to thenoI^offreemeD. (Cheera.)'' "We htvB beard ono to whom tbit 
Piovince certainly owes much, [I mean Lord Dariuin] decbra, thst he 
did Dot pretend to decide upon tho poUey of gnntiogtoCait^i reprtaent- 
atuK iutitnlion* — laugutge tliis, which eboald never have escaped the 
lipe of an EDgliahman. I must confees mjBcIf, therefore, indupoaed to 
fix apon the wording of a derpattk, or a retotvtion, for the pnrpoee cf for- 
tifjing our rights. Such a coarse rosy be highly proper in settling men 
qnestiune of form ; but thote enetiHat righti ahick we now demand, rett 
on A« huu of eternal jiul&e, upon which ao resolution, however consti- 
tntionai, can more firmlj establish tliero — from which no despatch, howevw 
artfully worded, can ever remove them." "But, sir, it is said that the 
lesponsibiUtj of the head of the Executive to the people of England, ur 
the oureat guarantee of our liberties ; nay, the only guarantee which wB 
can have consieteiitly with our poaition as colonistB, That such language 
ahould fail from the lips of noble Secretaries of State ; that they ahouU 
consider a simple declaration of miniBterial approval as a sufficient sanction 
for any violation of our rightly however flagrant ; nay, that such passing 
notice of oar humble condition should be regarded as the proper object of 
our gratitnde, would not much surprise us. And we ahoald net feel 
disconcerted, even though we should And such language faintly echoed 
by the people ofEn^land. But that there ahould be found In this country 
any man degnded so low as to pander to this lust of despotic pcwer^ 
(cheera) — that there ahould be found any man boae enough to barter hia 
own, his children's deareat right for some paltry present advantage. How 
can such things be, and not fill us with wonder } (Load cheers.) RespoD- 
sibility to the people of England, forsooth ! What ! does not the Crown 
constitute here the third branch of the Legislature, as in England 1 la 
not the Legislative Council, our second branch, ooralnaEed by the Crown, 
as in England t Are not the prerogatirea of the Crown aa inviolate here 
as in England 1 And am I to be told that all those strong, those natural 
ties to the parent state, must be regarded as nothing, anless we are alao 
to consent that the government of this country be conducted by miaistera 
over whom the people of the country have no control 1 I say, Sir, thii 
right must not be conceded by the people of Canada ; nay, ft must not be 
conceded even though the Cammons of England were disposed to eserctse 
it with the utmost impartiality and vigor— ^t ia a concession no less repug- 
nant to the liberty of Canada to grant, than unworthy the greatness of 
England to demand. We desire, indeed we earnestly desire, to be united 
to England ; but it must be by tiee of which /reemen need not be ashamed. 
England cannot wiah, and we must not consent to be bound as slarea. 
(Cheera.) But, Sir, we utterly deny that the right of control, if conceded, 
would even be exercised by the people of England with impartiality and 
vigor ; and history shall have raiaed her warning voiea for oi to little por- 
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pose, ir she has foiled to coDvince ae that such coctrol, hawever well fitted 
to secure the aggrandizement of the parent state, has never yet operated^ 
and never will operate as a shield to the liberties of the colonist. We 
have, indeed, seen the people of England demand of a Duble Lord some 
account of a rapacity almost unparalleled in the sge of Roman despotiMii 
—rapacity which during a few brief jears bad amassed wealth soffii^ent 
to arouse the envj of the ancient and privileged nobility of Eogtaod. 
But with what result 1 Why, al the very hour — the very moment whw 
the Commons of England were engaged in the investigation of that h«- 
oous offence — at that very hour and moment, the King of England wu 
desecrating the venerable temple of Westminster, by bestowing upon that 
Governor the higheit honour the Crown of England coald confer. Bat it 
may be said that the circumHtancea of our country, nay, its very poverty, 
(1 have heaid [eaa tenable arguments urged,) safficiently protect oa frmn 
the iron grasp of rapacity, and that such instances as I have ai 
therefore uniDstmctive. Let us then contemplate the e 
immedtBta mccessor of that Governor of the Indian Empire of BngUnd, 
for the purpose of eatisfying ouiselves whether the responsibility of the 
head of the Executive Government to the people of Eoglaad, on which 
we are aahed to rely, can be justly regarded ae any guarantee of oni 
righta. Look then at Wairen Hastings," be. "Let us then hear do 
more of our insignificance in this our struggle for freedom.. No man, do 
body of men, contending for liberty can ever be regarded as insignificant. 
Snch a spectacle is insignificant only to the conard slave, who knows not 
wherein the true dignity of man consists. (Hear, hear.) It will be 
hailed by every true-hearted Englishman as a spectacle the most signifi- 
cant. He will rejoice to see the budding forth of those seeds of liberty, 
whichit is the glory of England to have] laoted over the globe. (Cheers.)" 

Every word of these quotations (as long as they are) is emphatic and 
fbll of meaning. Let the reader ponder them cnrefjlly. Apart from 
mere military occupation, (a great expense to England, and a correspond' 
ing source of gain to Canada,) apart from feelings of afiection and friend' 
ship— 'these sentiments of the Toronto Associaliunists cut asunder the 
oiAj palititxU lie which unites Canada to England. If the head of the 
Canadian Executive is not responsible to England, then is he an independ' 
ent potentate, and Canada is an independent sovereignty. The resolution 
of the House of Assembly of September, 1841, which says, "That the 
head of the Executive Government of the Province, being, within the 
limits of bis Government, the Representative of the Sovereign, is respon- 
sible to the Imperial authority alone," is declared by the Toronto Associ' 
ationists to be incompatible with liberty, to be fit only for slaves ; and 
they repudiate the desire, — nay, they refuse to submit to any other tbao 
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tfeu iiirfgiLMrfiiif comiKaoB with Xkiglsad— the fam^j coBnexloil vhioh. 
t^ ''GrMOHB" of the [Jnitad States tngblf nloe and euueatlf nuiiitM), 
with tbe peo|de of Englud, and by virtae of wliich Ui^ Iwva. obtaiMd. 
Urgt loMU ftom BritUh c^Mtdicta. 

' I ihaU Dot stop to arguettte doctiineof theiboveqaotaliona;.! mer^j., 
4Ubm tbam m proof d««iMMtnti«t thftt tha joctnoe of iMdeptndatee,^ 
(m- I ftttad in mj iAtfodactsry a^divw to tlio peofda of Weatani Caaub^ 
in BnoWad ia the ptocaediof s, tad hu bwm iocDlcated under tho laspiceft 
of MBW of tk* iMa Coiiasallwfc Neitiiar wiU I nglj to thco* imputk-' 
ttiW 1900 tho SoTsreif n aai people of EngUnd ; Hu^ ara the »«» lepe- 
ttwB oT what Patmok Hbikt wed to •■;, fioni whom Ur. BUke Meitw 
to hme bMTDwed 1^ ouuidenble portioa of bie apeecb, tiad the Miami of^ 
litowkolff ofit. The Toronto ObOBB— the orgu of tbe AMociatiwii— < 
ttHthae Dtf tbe «eM deminciUioM ageinet tbe HiaiMfln, Pwlianeat,, 
md people »f Eagtasd, eod the aame denial of tbe I«penaJ wtbonfr tot 
jedf* of tboe* nrf reoohitioiij which nct^ize the nepoAiilHlitj of tht 
hMd of tke CanadiaB EiKK^tive to tbat authonl;. la the Obtc of 
«m Ml at JiuM^ (it ifaoald ban b^en aated 4lh J1U3,) the Editor 
qootoB tbe pBragn{di of taj mtroductmry addrvi is which I ba? a stated 
the Imperial authority to be the legitimBte tribunal of appeal on a qn^s- 
tion of tbe constitution al prerogative of the Crown, which, beyond all. 
4oiibt, iovoIyeB an Imperial interest of the highest and most sacred charac- 
ter, u well aa acta for which the GoTemor-^eoeral is responsible to the 
Imperial authoritjr alone according to the resolutions of 1341 ; that the 
Imperial authority had virtoally decided in favour of the Governor- General; 
t|iat Hr. Baldwin practically renounced the authority of that tribunal, by 
tefuaing to appeal to it, and by appealing, tbroogh the Toronto Aasocia^ 
tion, to the people of Canada ; to which the Globe thus replies :— " We 
demur to tbe fact of a decision having bean ^ven. No official document 
baa yet affirmed it ; and if it were tha caae, we deny the right of the 
Executive Government to interpret the resolutions of 1841. We hold 
that theie teaolutions are mora binding than an ordinary act of Parlia- 
ment. They recdved the sanction of both Housea of the Legislature of 
Canada, aod of the Govern or-Genere I, and were aflerwarda assented to 
by ber Majesty, The Executive Government is not an expounder of an 
act of Parliament. That can only be done by a court of law, on the 
■fiplicatioQ of the pattiea having a right to ba heard. The Provincial 
Parliament would consider it unbecoming their dignity and raBponaibility 
to ^iply to ■ axai of law to interpret these resolutions, far less to call - 
fpr a decision from the Gzecutive Government, in regard to them. These 
teaolutions have become the property of Parliament, and of the people of 
Canada, and they moat be adhered to in that literal and common actnaf 
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1^, Ae Ra. EgerKm Syertmt notirilhwlatulittg. It is tbo buiniW 
of tbe HonvM of ParliuneDt to be their ovn inCSrpretera in mitten 
FelatiBfr to their own pririle^." 

Such is the ugumeotAtion by which the org&n of the AflBocLBtion would 
overthrow mj position ; and such is their denial of the Imperial authority 
to judge b the matter. I will examine for a moment the statement! and 
reaaoDlnif of thia Aasociation expounder of the British ConstitoticHi and 
]&w. In ths first pUce, I bad aoC said that the Exeeative Gorernmetit 
had the right to give a final judgment in the case. It answered the pwlj 
pnrpose of Association for the Globe to perrert mj words, which implied 
th« reeerte of what that organ represents. Hy words were, " Then, mtri 
iranA of the Imperial aathority—the Crown, with the advice of s nunil- 
tryjealona of their rights— has decided in favour of Sir Charles Metcalfe^ 
construction of the constitutional prerogative. There fs ile retuait to 
tettew that the BritUi Parliamtid will decide differentlr fVom W 
JSajtaty and her admtert. Are the people of Canada then prepared lo 
resist the decision of the Imperisl authoritjr 1 It is no longer a questioa 
between Mr. Baldwin and Sir C. Metcalfe bat between Mr. Baldwitf 
ud the Imperial authoritj." 

When I wrote this paragra^A (the last week in Maj,) a despatch from 
England had been received expressing the approval of her.Uajestj of Sit 
C Metcalfe's conduct ; and her ministers liad announced to the Imperial 
Parliament their approval also ; and the late debate in the House of Com- 
mons has evinced the correctness of mj anticipation, that the Parliament 
would not decide difibrentl; from her Majesty and her adTisers. Then as 
to the fact, that the roBoluiions of 1841, have received the sanction of 
hoik Houses of the Canadian Legislature," it happens to be another lof- 
mu Ungva of the Globe. They were never brought before the Legislative 
Council. Then as to the Oldb^t late practice. Is not that tribunal to 
interpret the law, which the law makes the judge in the case or cases 
provided fori The Court of Queen's Bench interprets the law in cases 
which come within its juri.>dictjon. So the Cloie't net of FarliamenU- 
the resolutions of 1841 — makes the " Imperial authority alone " the tri- 
banal to which the head of the Canadian Goveroment must answer for 
Iiis conduct. Most not then the " Imperial authonty alone" interpret 
the law in the case in which the "Imperial aoUiority alone" has power 
to decide t It is by such prevarication and tra«li that the Toronto Asso- 
cUtion organ imposes upon a portion of the Canadian public. The only 
point in his remarks worthy of grave notice is, his denial — with Mr. Blak* 
ud tha ABn)ciationiatB — o( the authority of the Imperial Government, 
which constitutes the only link of coiufilulionai connexion between Gratt 
totain ard Canada. This denial he rspeati^ and adds several poiagraphs 
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«F «ba*« action Qnat biuio twiMlf. I bava not rooin to quote tbMf. 
HVtfWjilu at h^ ; I will give tbe fint leoteDo* of eicb of tbtee of tbwi^ 
fion wbich the leader cait judge of their import and tendsBcy ;— " Wo. 
deaf tint the goveranwDt ha*e a right to recti, or to interjuet then 
Eeaolutioiw without the conseDt of the Caaadi*ii Puliuaent." " "dim 
British Govennneot has oden done wroDg^gluing wrong." "Britaia. 
■^ be uDJiut, and ibe bu ahown it." To which I will add the following 
delecttble sentence — " It will require heevicr metal ud clearer heads yet 
tbu the Rev. Egerlon RTeraon to defend the pieieut Govennncot 
Sir theii late treatment of Canada." 

Now, aaide from tbeae deuiala of the authority of the Imperial Govera- 
mumX, and the rei^neibility of the Govemor General to that anihoritjr— 
ud fipecialljr in connnian with them— what ia the object of theee impo- 
tatiow upon the Somrign and people of England, made by MeMBe. 
Bhke and Brown, amidit tbecheeta, oroodertfae autpiceeof late CoaB-~ 
■allora and the Toronto Aaaodation T la it to make the people of Canada 
Me pe et Great Britain more 1 To increase the confidence and attachment 
•Vditreagtben the connexion betwem Great Britain and Canada 1 Theac 
deniak and imputations apeah a lazigaage that cannot be nueundwatoodf 
and contain a moral which cannot be mistaken. The reader requirea no 
aatiftaiice from me to enable him to read the one and interpret the othec. 

In view of the facts, therefore^ which I have thus adduced, I infn 
"That the proceedings of sevaal of the late Counsellors, eince the pro- 
logation, hare been anprecedented— enervating, if not destructiTe of legal 
govemment — calculated, though not intended, to weaken and sever tha 
eoDoezion between Canada and Great Britain ; that the prewnt course of 
hoatilitj against the Governor General and her Hajesty's government, bf 
■omeof them, mult be attended with injurious if not fatal conaequencee." 

I cannot in this place omit referring to another circumstance in con- 
Denon with the proceeding! of certain late CounBelbrs and the Toronto 
Asaociationist reformers. The reformers of former fears petitioned and 
temoiistrated against IiegutaHee ComcUlort even voting at an electloiv 
or attending anj sort of political meeting. But the Toronto refonnen 
of the present jear, solicit their attendance at the current meetings of a 
political association, and Mr. Baldwin congratulates them upon the appear- 
«Bce cf such personages in such a place and for such purposes, asfomdog 
ft new epoch in the history of Canadian reform 1 This is another instance 
(in addition to those which I have adduced io the preceding number) in 
which tbeold repudiated anti-reform policy of bigh oltrsiem has been adopt* 
•d by the rdbrmers of the Toronto Aesociatton. It is indeed a new epoch. 
in our conititutional history, and an unenviable one too, to see Peers 
■UMding meetinp of popular agitation. Their cocatitutional position ia 
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tba <^ tM^'trer b«twm An eraw* w> 'to i>oo)rt4 tod tM 4A «MM tP 
Mr. ftotbnck'i •* detnocntt," Ittru loH nrpiMig M IM ka wrMMt 
"notoriOnB ^fldf Bxecuting tbe fonctiina of Mieh ta Mn, Umb to«M 
litin flodiDg tila tnj hita ^ LegiiktiYe CeoncR ; tat It tna niprudif 
ti>*WBO amisbls a man «a tba Hon, Adun FnguasoB eioght In-Wid) ■ 
gAace. Od bmjd; Ub nune in so itrangie a cotmexIoD, I wm MtUM 
^t hfa kind and ingenDons natnre had be«n impcwed apon with k vtMT) 
if not of ■nttking a " alool pigeon" of hiu, at least vmg haa am a "tool * 
Ibr paitj parpoaea, and that liia honeat heart could not ajmpatkfae «M|' 
the apirit and anti-coloutal-conoexioD doetrtue cheririwd bf tin TonnW 
AModatloBtot^ ud ao eiplicitlj avowed bj Mr. fflako. On aftenrtfdi 
meoting with Mr. Pvgamon'w apeoch ia fht Kmg^mt Guimida, njrtol 
ttopretaiDBa warn ooBfinned. Tbeaiwmi* of th* aMoeiBtion ia •nuMlof 
in diat apoMh. It iodioataa laq^a mUtakea at to manf of tha cvciw>> 
ataaNi iMolred in tbe qoeation at diffeMDo* batweon Sir CtoklM 
Mstealfe and Ua kte ComudUn ; b«l It afcaanda in appreptiaM e sfH t H 
akHM in rOfaid to tha Bovardgn ud bn repraMotatire, tad boWB tamrti 
totioiullr to Impafdai kathoritj. Hn Fttgamoa mi—^ The ntdmm 
qf Canada will not be goadad into aaconstitutioaal acta. Th^ auuil H 
aaajUaus Ik* maarri of tha Britiik govtnment and »f^ Brituk pmrH^ 
ntitt nnif / do wrily irHem, fir m% Aey mil reap Atir reward 

' !%• Toronto Aaaodatioairta tun alrsad^ reoeiTed the "awud of th« 
Biitiih gorenuneat," and nrtmilji-^ortiieBntiib pafUament;" an^ witk 
Hti Pwguami, "I do Mril)kbeli&n,i£ar aae, they will reap their rawwd." 
Mr, F^qMiAi Bnd-othHgoedJbBjaatefiwhohavebMiiiiBwitt&iflf dnnra 
-- j^^^iMtoO^aaMlioi^ WW iMtaMad)«t«atiafied with<yd mfffiH 
tbe "iwud" of UM'Imperi^ntlMd^t-vrthppgiMlie jtnmnla ef'the Bie»r 
cietion kick egunit both the ■' award" ilself''li^tbe aulhority which bai 
nude it. It ia plaaauig, however, to obserre Uwt auch are not the aefitl- 
nients, and such ii oot the spirit of reformen in other British ProTincea. 
The " award" is declared to be all that the conBtituliooal refoimera ooght 
^ deaire— all that the rerormerB of Nova Scotia ever asked for. The 
Hon. JoBBPB HowB hM the following remarke in the JVova Scotim, W 
^e late debate io the Imperial Parliament: 

M'lB^erial PoHuMUNt I)tbaU.~VfiMa ti» PeekM anwe^ tbm wM 
K|MU'deal efezallstion over Okaiiea WiSiMr'B report of th«I>abal« M 
OanadlaB tttura, in wydi It was apposed diat Zi*rd Stanlar had atgk- 
tiWd dw priac^tlea of RespoaaiUe OorenweM, as oodantowl ud wMi 
i^MO tn%ia Province, W* thouglit jt atiuge that tUa ahuH iwjdW 
oaaet knd iilat down to afu& report in the 7%M% with aome fi>nb«)i^[a nf 
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«»«ll'iMat«n»tapiiitcfwUtklh«a CMDinM,iiifi»iiarlJn)e%fca4M 
Brack NMMI to voDifinn. As v« adnDoed, m w«ra igrseablr ai u jliim i 
MJad Lori Stuiler nadinr Loid Dnbua'B rapMl, and IiorA Jobs 
towtfa - Dt^pHabat, and baldlj arowiog tiis ctncumaem ia Uw piiKi> 
|[|«^ an! 4Mn«d •)>«■ in Nma Sc<rtia for tha bat four jhh, Whu h* 
obJMto to is : 

'''^■t. I'hereitTictionoftbo prerogative in atlintmmlt>fiUn,ud 

" ti. The demand of a atipalatioD from a Governor, as to tie mods A 
wSicb he ehouM, in all cnsee, ezerciee liie prerogative in the ffiBtributioA 
of patronage. 

"No attempt haa ever been made, in Nova Scotia, to do either of thow 
things to which Lord Stanley objects. 

"Tlie whole tone of this debate ia excellent — tlM eentlawDts throagh- 
ont trill be regarded with Mtiaiaction b; thoM who seeli, and have avei 
■ought) nothing mors than the practical applicadon of die princ^ile of 
re^K>nsil»lit7, with entire secnritj to public liberty, and the vigorooi 
CKtrcissitfaUlheiopalfcsiogAtivM.'' 

It now only reinaiM for me to ree^itulate the eevmal iBrimM ik 
vWch the iMie CouDmUors have departed from Bntuh neege. 

). It wsi conttaiy to British aaage for them to remain in office tweqiy- 
tem houn, much leas we^ or moniha, afler tha head of the executive 
hkd performed acts or made appoiotmeuu which they did not choose ti> 
Jostlfy before parliament and before the country. 

X. It waa contrary to British osage for them to complain of and coa- 
jmn a policy or acts to which they had become voluntary parties hj 
jiheir voluntarily eonttoaing in office. 

. a. It was contrary to Bntiah usage for them to go to the Sevsreiga to 
^MBSs principles and debate policy, instead of leodedng their raigoationf 
ibr his past acts. 

4. U was ceiAiuy t» Britiah oaagn for then to deiMDd «f the S(»». 
Mig* as in|walliiiii of Jkis intended fnturs potiey, mai^ aiore to desoaaft 
ftom him as understanding or engagement that his policy shonUiie tath 
^g 41 vDuld not Im pr^diciai to their infiosnee." 

c ;h ttWHsoiitntjF to Kitiah nsage ier them to oarry wi anoh a a aga- 
«iiiian with tlie BovareigM without fnmishag him with their (utqioRiiava 
■id dimandn ia wriliag. Lord Staotey'v a^mbeMions aa aooonnt of 

iMr Mt he ling, il oon^elled to do-so, have been fiiUy reaUaed. 

>'8. It Was coHtiary to Bittlah nsa^ for them to resign ui acconot of 
ioj deged theories or opinioni sntertainsd by the Soveteigii, instaad oT 
fnnlgiiiiff «pOB Us specifie aot or acts. 
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7. FiB«U7f it wu contntrto Britiih \mg9 fbr tlwm to OM— hrt w 
parlUment with an expluwtlon of tbe groDadi of their iwigDatiM, mtk- 
out having tbe concumnce of the Sovereign in the beta of that exfkatf 
tion, mnch more to giro an explanatioo in the teeth of the ^teat «f tbi 
SoveieigD, to impeach the prtneiplea of tbe Sovereign) and enhwfawrtljT 
to get up poUiical organizatioDB againat bim. 

I have tbiu finished the painful put of my task. I eh^ sot letve till 
evila which 1 hive pointed out without propoaiDg a reined;. The propoead 
remedj, and tbe interests and duty of the people napectiog it, will 1m Uit 
■abject of mj next and concluding nnmbor. 



No. 9. 

It now lemaine for me to shew, "That UU&t duty lutd tke interat of 
&e people of Canada to mamtam Ihote m«u« uAicK tkey \aet aluoyt 
profeMted, and tehkk Sir Ckarla Metcalfe hat mott ejpUdtly Mid J^iUf/ ■ 
avoteed." 

What views the people of Canada have professed and Sir Charloe 
Metcalfe hae avowed, I have Hheivii in the preceding part of this discua- 
aion — especially in tbe eeveTilh number. The practical operation of them 
in tbe administration of the government, aed the practical maintenance of 
tiiem by the people at large, involve the remedy for the evils which dia- 
tnrb the peace and impede tbe prosperity of Canada. In illustrating the 
efficiency of that remedy, I shall consider its application to the different 
departments of the government, and to the people generally. This 
inclaiealhe Duty of the GoverTutr General — ibeI}utyo/ExeaitiveO,ffieert 
—the Duty of Legulator* — the Duly oftlit People. A few remarin on 
«kch of these topics will form my exposition of what I think ought to be 
the practical working of the established system of tesponeibla garnnmnt 
in Canada. 

I. Tbb Dutt of tbb GoTEBitOB Gbrbral.— An ancient anthor 
iraarks of the Roman Emperor Harcus Anrelius Antonina^ thafba 
appeared like some benevolfut deity, diffusing aroond him universal poaot 
«nd happiness." Such is tbe character of the present Soverdgn of thp 
British .Empire ; such should be tbe character of her repreaenlativ* ia 
Canada. Such is his character in private beneficeuce ; such it should b« 
as the head of the executive. The government is established for|lw 
"greatest happineea of the greateat lumber"— for the eqoal beuafit oCtby 



'= ^.oi>^lc 



135 

li oooBMui^; th* bwd otlbgt goveramont, tbersfoi^ should nutaiii 
■ nlition to the whole of that communitj — like the bdd in Ihs 
He riioold not, therefiMv, be tbe held or the "tool" of s 
fiietion or fnty, or bmiod by or identified with factioD or pwtj, bf 
"•tipuUtion" or otherwiee, io any eliape or furoi wlwlever. It is a beeu- 
tiflil femuk of Lord Bacon, that " Tbe motions of factions under Klngi 
aM|ht to be like the motiona, aa utioaomerB epe&k, of tbe inferior orbi; 
wbicA mj h&ve their proper motiooa, but yet stilt are quieily carried by 
Ibe bigber motion of primum mobile." Icftnnot etate my own views on 
tbia rabject— and the freqaently expreaeed Matimeuts of tbe Governor 
OwwbIi better than in the words of the excellent Gibborme 0« tkt 
J}u6e» o/tka Sovertign. " To dieck as much as may be poaeible Ae 
ifirit <if party, tj^eani to b« one of ^he first duties and uublest employ- 
mants of k King. To countenance it, is to encourage interested nobles 
ud aepiring commoners, factious orators, needy and profligate advan- 
tnmi, to asBociate into bands and confederacies for the purpoM of 
obtradiog themaelvaa into all the offices of government i and under the 
mma and garb of eervants, of imposing on the monarch and on tha 
people chains too strong to be broken. It is to proscribe men from 
wnplojments, not because their characters are impeacbable or ambiguoua; 
not bacause tbeir talents are inadequate or unknown ; but becauw they 
ara luipected of attending to meaeores rather than to men ; to reason 
and to public good ntiier than to hackneyed watch-words and appella- 
tion ; and heoilate an implicit alliance to the chief, and obedience to 
tmfff principle, of the political conspiracy. These are not the cbaisc< 
taristics of a particular party, hot of all party ; and will be displayed in 
itronger or ftinter colours according to the genius of the leaders and tha 
dreumstances of the times. Their prevalence at any one period not only 
radangera tha final stability of the empire by dividing it into two conflict, 
fng portions; bj perpetuating jealousies, animosities and feuds; bytbreat- 
aning tha annihilation of patriotism and public spirit ; but mora speedily 
obaeotes the dignity and destroys tbe power of the monarch. Perhaps 
ha maf hope to preserve his authority by uniting himself with the ruling 
fhetion. But, as Lord Bacon says, ■ Kings had seed beware how i\vf 
rida tbemaelves, and make themselves as of a faction or party. 'Pot 
latgoe* within the state ara erer peraicious to monarchies ; for they isin 
an obligation paramount to tbe obligation of sovereignty, and make tba 
King fuMiqaam ww* tx luAU (as one of themselves). A King, tbougli 
\t may ba amember of a party, can never be tbe leader. That post wiU 
' vvar ba filled by the bold declatmer whose influence commands the House, 
-of PaiUamant. All that is permitted to the Sovereign, no longer a Sora- 
M%n but In tmm^ ia to cooperate in forging his own fetters, and to 
Mtaavov to pmada hiiAaalf that ba i« free ; to he flattered bybfa 
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^ thm, when tw dun to iotinnte du^vpiobMiMi of tluir teMoMi j 49 
be mm*.w9i bj one put of hia nbieota, wbon be <[»i)iniinte« hufmnAH 
Md iiifiwtt by tiM othwi whom be hu Timed to bs hia eMuiei, 

'But wheD ft Honareh (arGoTenior)coiiBideri hinmelf utbe eoMm 
JkAerofhiM people; wheti, rejutbig aB dkHnObiuMfU nSglmUUg li 
penoMoJ merit, he u randj to emploj fa the •orice of the rtftW laref Ut 
■nbjecU paoMMOd at virtaea and Ulenta upahte of flirthermg' it* vrfRM^ 
It Is difficult to nj whether be eosnrea, ut fkr u hnmni condoct en 
amtn, mon mbattntitl ftdvantogee to his coantrT^, or more tatMuth^ 
Konoiu ftnd authority to himulf. Roused by hb vnpartiat eiH, ja/SBe 
•pint rariiee In the remotest extremrtie* of liw domiaioiu, praaptEn; tH 
clftMsa of dtizeiii to wheterer exertions the geaanl gooi my require 
Ho individual is deterred from stepping fbrward Ja the oomtnoii eaus^'tf 
Aw that, in eofuequence of uuuispicions party connexloM, hk moat 
stmnioaa eflbrta will be coldly accepted, hii moat hnportaot Mrricei faii- 
gotten. PoUtica) dlacowions no longer make one put of the fiunfly li 
enemy to the other. Roimoey and confidence reign tbroughoiit tte 
conmuunty, and aflbrd the moat stable eecuiity against attacks (torn 
■broad." 

Sncb is the kind of ehief-«aler enjoiaed by the toatitutos of the iu^ijred 
Jswi^ Legislator ; awh is the kind af cAief-iHlw that the people qf 
Canada have already denrad. That anj conndeiaUe nnmbec of then> 
aboold have bean induced Co band themaelvea togeUiar under the bannsE* 
«f the Tonnto Aasociatlon aa anemias of tSu Cbarlac Uetcalfs for his 
iaBstJng QpoB such an exercise ^ the vice-regal officii can only be 
Miconnted for from the fhct— aa remarked by the hiatoriMi de Thoa—tbtt 
" nations, like individuala, ue subjected to pBietxyuis of frenay." Tbe 
Piwident of a Board of Police in a village performs tbe dutiea of hia office 
•• witbont reference to party eonstderations," and be ie itonoured for it, 
uiatbeUayor ofacity^ot tbe Warden of a district g but tbe repreunV 
jitive of tbe Sovereign— the fountain of honor and tbe lupranw artnter of 
justice in the country— avow* the same principle of executing tha fuMh 
tieos of his high and rtaponslbls office " without rafeieoce to party eur 
atdenilioo^" and he ia proclaimed an enuny to the liberliee of thtf 
omnby ! He diacoontanances party ezcluaioo, and be is aet dowa aa ^ 
•^ppIetoK oi a wol/ .' But bow doea tbe fauivty prowlii^wg^ef party 
ot^ndity slink away before tbe aolai majesty of equal jasliee »a^ paieotal 
impaitiality-; and bow does the &itblaaa umpUttm. of putj advooaef 
.■taad in its nati» woitbleesneaa and degradatiea in th^ presenwpf Ji 
.fovanuaent hMmoniiing with that wiadom ntucfa i^ " without piqliililr 
.ud inUu»t hnooiay 1" It ^ bfenjutly obaarved bf Oc. Q^tim 
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ttjlar, itt im Muurai Biittrif »/ C M Wfti W w, Hui " MrtMl m fi U 
^primtipU ^faUitMed Id OMit of ft* opwloiu Mft I»Vf prnd^n^tpt 
mmt nrakiitd ;" the [Kiuccpla of ftliebood npitnt m^ie\ the paoplff <^ 
CEtBkda h«re «m fMm\»i ud pmjadi ud •gauirt w^ieb tiie rqnw^nt* 
■ti^ cf their SoranigB h^ wlewlT .al^)enu4 <Mvil>f i ** he dM* W lii« 

IM^ for Uv *■ ezcloeirenefli" of pvty ]»tn»iag«, Et«I7 jn«t nun ta a)v- 
cwpad thftt " the throne ■bill be establiehed in r^f'be0iuiiM^'--tbat '■thf. 
^^ ahkU n^n in righttviusua^' Ambitiotu ^d lelfijh parti^uia ilon)^ 
Ktf iiitBreeta4 >>i having the King' rei^ for ftuiy purpom. The people 
^te Bien to expect from rightetMuitm Ihta frqia txciiMiw JMrty doI^ 
tWM|f«,Kpvt from mqral obligstiotie hunMD and dirine. May"jiatiee 
e^r b^ the bdiiution of the throne" io the ^eTernment of Canid* t 

IL Thb Ddtt or E^xcotivb Omcgaa.i~-Tf tbe end ef g^JnammA- 
MACOUtry ietheh«K)i)>«"o'' the peoplet eod ifjnitica intiief9t«v- 
rnant b awenliiJ to ,tlwt and, then oD|^t the eete aqd codavU of the 
aneniite oScsri to aceocd with it. To exereiM tlia power <^ffnrnBtBj 
t9 tliMn ntHi a. slow to exalt one pertj ud da|maB enotW) ie ft Mae ant 
btae view of the fonotiona of their office. Though p«ftr n»]r h*?* piMel 
tbem.thera, part7 ia not tite end for which they ve |il«Ged thanu Wty 
mj bMM contdbiUad to nuke > men n Fieddent ol a ConCmacei or e 
Hodentor of e Synod, or Bidic^ of a IMoceee, or Mayor of a Corpon- 
tion ; bat in hia office, he ia not to jAaj ibp part ,of a paity men lit 
ttgtti me part of the commnnity over iriiom he ia placed w Ut fna4t 
and iha other part aa hii ea«ni«— to ohoiUh )Jw fouoflr, and proaofbe 
the latter. By vbateTor inflneoee h« taay )i3af> been innated vilh \a» 
power, and by wbataver influence he may be oontinued U pMNHloB tt 
it, the 0^^)^ of that power ia not poi-^, hut the jmUw ^eot^aedJuiW 
■rieeted «a the moat competent ioatrument to promote that end. For 
him to vae hii power for any other purpose if to betsy the tnyt 
eommitted to turn, and to perTert the very dealfn of govenunent itapK 
ne Rev. Sa. WAixun, Pr«ideat of Sr^wn pDiTonity, United fMaMh 
tea the foUowlog juit obeerntioDi on thia anbieot, in bia aenirible ]WBtk 
ea MareX Sdenae-rt. work naed a* a Text Book in mo«t of the Aamffaa 
G(d(efaa: " And not only ia an a^ecntiTf officer boood to f^ttrtaoottw 
power than that eoounitted to him t bat he ia bpnad to e»tt that pomt 
fiiriio otbff puipoiea^an thoee <pr which it wH conuotttnd. A HVWH 
aaybecoofeired (or the public good ; b(it Thfr hj n* rnrmi iiitTinriine ■ 
SBo to melt for the gratification of individual love or hatred ; wi^lm 
fmiktt^pfbu&^Vf onfi p^n^iffut mi^mgafMUttr. F«UtM 
MfHTtitaje 40 laiB wiokpd, hfoaime it iamD,coniiaoii- PiiboMaty ia w 
keMitf polioy in the dButo of jtM* ttea iB ur otliv 4^ j thqq^ iwv 
S 
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maj persuade themwiTea i&d others to the oontruy. — Ha is not there U 
ths organ of t, lietion, or of a dufrici, much Ibm of a party, but of ttm- 
natty at large, And\ewKo luethufomr far ^bai^of awdta%- 
or of aparly, i* faite to hit duty, to hi* eotmtry, and to hit Chd, Btw 
tngnannghi* name on the adamantine pillar of hit eoimtrjft Uttory,to 
bt gaxed upon for ever at an object of wmerial dttettation," 

What inefiabio Ecorn does this noble hngange of aa honest American' 
Itepublican pour upon the democratic partj" patronage policy of the 
Toronto AssociationietB ! Contrast ihe address of Mr. Hincks to the' 
ElSctoW of Fronlenac and other publications printed by the Toronto 
Asaddation — cjQtraBt what I have proved to be the real ground ofraptnrs' 
between Sir Charles Metcilfe and hia late counsellors— with these immii- 
UUo lentimcDts of justice, truth, and patriotism. Strange that in a 
ChrifltiaD conntry in the nineteenth century, any considenble bo^ of mMi 
•boDld opeifl; avott the principle which degrades and profauea tbe divitie' 
hiBtitiition of civit government into a mere engine of pohtical party. It 
is still more strange that this principle sbonld be pot forth as one article 
jD the creed of men who had risen to the highest sitnations in the conntry. 
by profbasing tbe principle of " equal justice to all ctaswB and partje^ 
In conira-distinction to the exclusive party policy bj which Csnadahasjn 
former jeare been governed, and by which one part of the inhabitonta 
were made enemies to the other part — alUiough the piineii^ of the policy 
was so abominabie in itself, and bo utterly at variance with one of tha 
first principles of civil government that it was never acknowledged iD 
word. It Was always admitted in theory, though violated in practice. It 
■■ probable that the principle of ezclusive party patromge never would 
have been etpoosed as it has been,andademBiid mode upov the CroWD (0 
■eoore to a party the praciical exercise of it, had not a yaat amoont of 
patronage been about to bo placed at the disposal of the executive by th« 
coatMua bill and certain other similar bills introduced into the legialatuM 
laat sessiani and had not the long illness of Sir Charles Metc^f^a 
lammted predecessor reduced him to the condition of a mere signnlannht 
or cipher in the government, and left it therefore entirely in the hands of 
a party without conlrol'Or checb. The unchecked exercise- of party 
patron^e for six months and upwards, wss found to be a gratifying 
and advantageous accession of power to the leaders of a party, and it 
appears to have preseoted to them so gotden a harvest as absolutely .to 
have blinded tbem (as gifts blind the eyes of even the wise] to a funda- 
nanlal article of their formerly professed creed, and to bave aHured then 
nneoDadoudy and under the extraneous iofluence ef par^ applieationa 
and threats, into the adoption «r a contrary article and at length into, the 
avowal <rf' it as a prineiple of gevemmenti^>^pecially- through the lipaof 



.Hewn. SalUvu and Hincka, who have been less romukable for nndou 
«iiiil prudence sad consiatency, than thej have been for xeal and t^iiity. 
But the health and vigour and ariettdean sense of justice entertained 
hj Sir Chsrles Uetcalfe presented a aerious " antagonlBDi" to tiiia nncon- 
trolled eseicise of exclusive partjr patronage— espeoiallj in view ot 
•oertatn patronage bills pendiog before the Legislature, which had bee^ 
{Hrepored during the dajs of council suprsmacj and royal weaknea^ 
•doubtless with the confident expectation that the authors of them would 
«njoj'the nacontrolled advantage of the power which those bills conr 
ferred. Tbey, therefore, seem to have hit upoo the expedient of reduciii|[ 
by " Btipulation" or "understanding" Sir Charles Melcaife to the wnii^ 
Aaensia or cipher condition to which Sir Charles Bagot had long beeo 
jedilced by sicknees. The expedient, however, thd not answer the purposo 
anticipated, but produced an eiplosiou which blew off and blew down it* 
authon. To have come before the country upon this new pohcy <^ 
^veming upon the principle of part; patronage instead of the princi^e 
of equal justice to all clasBoa of Her Majesty's Canadian subjects, would 
have blown them from the people as prom ^tl; as it had blown them from 
the Sovereign. The; therefore, hy another species of political alchemy, 
iDcorporat« (as I have shewn out of their own mouths in previoui 
jiumbera of this discuHsion) the hitherto exotic doctrine of exclosiu 
.party patronage as an element of responsible government itself ; and 
thus go to the legislature and the country upon the principle of respon- 
' «ble goveinment, and exhibit the representative of ,the Sovereign aa an 
enemy (o that system, notwithstanding he has,, from the beginning, 
declared his undeiiating adherence to it, imd has, as 1 think bas been 
fitoved to demoiutrationi recogniKed it as fully as his impugners tbeio- 
selvea. Hence the uiomaly of the present discussion. And hence the 
Attempt by misrepresentation and party confederacy to beat down the 
inoit Catbotic and impartial Governor that Canada ever had. Henc« th» 
.cry, " up with Sir Charles Bagot, and down with Sir Charles Melcalf^" 
.when of necessity the only virtue of Sir Charles Bagot during the last 
US months of bis jiomioat administration was passive, as he was not up 
at all, could not get up, but his council alone were up ; and the crime of 
Sir Charles Uetcalfe was that he wuuld nut be down without being put 
down~,-that he would nat be by consent what Sir Charles Bagot had 
been by disease, — a. mere same fur the uc^o of bis Council. Mr. Bubks 
jays-.-" We know that parties must ever exist in a free country. W« 
Juow too, that the emulations of such paitice, their contradictions, their 
Reciprocal necesaities, their hopes, and their fears, must send them all in 
turns to him who holds the balance of the state. The parties- are the 
; but Government keepi the table, and is sure to be winner in 
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UMtM." Ait (MUf BUn iiU#fl Ml ^rtMAi^ BiiiiUrt]! bIN Of itr. 
Strfo'k " KBtMitm" ia tUa mMftoM wU UM «i)lBV 19 iMrtfl ttn 
« btluM of the SUte" in the htnda of the Soy«reigii, bnl dakwd 
" btluoa of tMa," " tMlUe," " (stne^' ud kU Tor thoDteltM. 

So# abmitlr •'rary |ftiBe{|il« of raeb piirtrum on the pvH cTexsitftM 
lUSeeri >tBtid» condemned by the sbovd quoted pswigel fVom k eoaAd 
(Mded Americsn writer oq Horal aiid Political Science, as alio by tb6 
UU Whig President oT tbe United StatoB in tlia words quot«d in tht 
praeeffiny uamber. I^et an entighteiied Englioh writer tpedc to the tuM 
vfect on the i>n^ o/" a Minuter i^ Ou Oroim. Gisborne a»ja—"ii 
0U a^otat of hottomn a»d emalvmenti, the soon or bis cooirrKT itat 
Hm sis inLms martm. That prvuxple \e wiU openly and tn^orm^ 
ahea ; tnd wilt be utzioai to exempt himself by &1I reuontble preean- 
. Uoiii tnai the anapieion of bein; inflnenced by (be niiister allarementa of 
teiiliMedal or printe convenfeace. Thwe tre Rnr methods by which > 
fitatesman can render more essential serriee to the communis than by k 
JndldoDa exercise of his pat ronage. ConsiateDt simplicity of eondnet 6fe 
tfait poih^ mauifeatly combined with personal dtsinterestednesa, will Hot 
only eeenre to hioaelf rational confidence and esteem, and conciliate to 
Ue DMHorea tiiat general favomr ind approbatioti, whkh in the baiida of 
hh Qptighi biinister become the means of accomplisMng the noblest and 
mosi beneficial designs ; will not only contribatoto ezdte every subor- 
dbata eAoet to a diligent and fUthful discharge of bis duty ; btit will 
ikoA to terive and invigotste pablic s[Hrit in every port of the Eingdon ; 
a cftll fbrth temlatioii in virtae ; to diSliae an ardoar ofpatrlotint], whidt 
fepltediDgtiuwl^erery class erf* the eammam'ty, every department of t&A 
BHu, every hraoeh of the pobUc service, will prodace effbcts tmly greAt 
hild ^tiooe. There are likewise other advantsges resniting frotii i. 
•twdy adbeiencie to this principle at whidi ha will biiaself rtep ih* 
^tattltai kai imntediUe comfort. He will ibni preclnde bis sapptnterk 
tHim in*tf oatensible plea for taking e^ace when their reqneM^ 
iittpn^er ia themselves or unfit to be granted nnder existiDg citcnm- 
MuMh^ Ue tefliaed ; sad detn Ihem ftom {ffeftrring nnmberlees claiia^ 
ihft HJMion of wUih woold have drawn upon him the leeentrnMit, aiid 
ptAsps the aetiteDppointioa, of disappointed pride.^n filling vp i&fbiier 
Bdlefal MtnUlon]^ aod in reeomii) ending persons to his Sovereign, #htti 
iha post which he eeecpies Bothonsea soch a step, to be placed at t&e 
kVsd bf higk exbcutlve depaitment^ ha will scnpnloaaly mike cbtdea at 
toU, lAow bbjlities and ttWnmeiitf Ue suited to the t^netionfe «tick 
tut *UI >*n *° dttcbaige. Be ttai teA, ke utO iiut^agi, b MI 
tVM^mrU,ikMaU»rSKtUmi^H/mM^iM^iMaitti-tUuadit 
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Ito tpfentkn of Mo b ptUdphw Bri MDh d pilicf w ttM idnuuitntiilii 
iftlM Q n Mum m t , wotM be like ■. Well- aptiag of life to tht oonntry— to 
Sm tiHMw priaoiplea and u|hn^iur of tU riKng youth, uid to iba 
tMW p r in > bMtmoaj tad bappi^m of ill cUmw of iti popOhliaii ; whiUt 
ft (oraninnt prop«U0d by tb« nah allowed Itimalua ef azelu^T* pwtyJM) 
It Ub* tba butning Urn of sterili t j tod diith, upon the beM iat«lleclnal 
«MrglM iitd mmal feeling aod BocialbtppiDHs oft ocmtaaiiity, aautting 
iM foleinic^raptJonsfnallthediTersified forniH of party a«0octatioo, party 
jM^<m,puij violence, party proscription, party peraeeutioo, — and tiot 
onfrtquently party notinc, bloodshed and murder. Wben thelirs-pvlM «f 
tba goTeinotant is portyiam, it will beat to ihe extremltieB of thi body 
p6Ktle> and paityiam io every variety of aeeret and publia ccmbinatiaD, ' 
frill Ipretfd tbronghont the whole population, and tiatulet tbenweWoa wUl 
W at oOb-webs tfaiMt Ite exittence and even prevalence. Whan ^or- 
•tfltaMt annoancea party favou ritiam aiid patty exclaalon aa the principle 
■flu ailniinktntion, it la itaelf no better than a political party coitfedener 
tttud Mth dreadfbl power j its oaths of secrecy are but (he covoti^put 
ttihM tetret oatba oT other political cenrederaciei ; ita own polief wonlt 
be alrfitig the teed btoad-caat, of which all party canfe^raciefl would be 
tM b^timate flult ; it might even legislate againat aolne of thenit but 
iUMir wodld be the foater Ing paretit of them ail ; party-policy being ihe rale 
t^iU aetion, party-apiril voold be the lifo-blood of iti existeoce, and vltk 
tlWlleatbof thatapirit Vronldbe itaowDdisaolDtioa ; its inorml poweN^ 
the litatt eweotial neana of good in a gOTemment — would be no mora 
OiB the moral power of any other selfish party combination ] the law in 
III handi wBold be felt ai a tyt«nliy, abd the executive p^iwOf an iuttni- 
MM of peity deipatisoi, only more regarded than afiy other party 
tetilitlsnij not because it waa inoie jnst or virtDons, but becauae it waa 
AUe powwflil i linda ite away not only woald party eombinatJoDa afid 
W^httiaa, aeetet Mid public, increaM add multiply, but tiie noisy wortfalete 
IMirtliU would be the great mae, aud the intelligent worthy man would 
M tfte obacnre man ; party cunntng would be the high way to executive 
itafiojmmt, and virtuoua industry the anre path of obacurity ; and ftae 
iMthef moat apprise hia pupils, that onder the exlstiBg syitnn of goverti- 
lUM tbey WMild not be anconraged, patmnfied, and rewarded, accordi^ 
to their virtuei, their attainments, their abilities, their industry, their love 
cf jnatlce and law,— but accord i eg to their party confederacy, theirparty 
saal, party skill, and all the arts and quaL'ficationa of the party gamestw. 

H [lloat^tion of the tnith of these reraarlts, I aiqieal to the growth ot 
jriHy bMMiationa, eeeret and publie, in Canada, rinee the hmir Whet It 
WU Rtliy ubdersteed end aekaowto^fed by the late eetitMeHoN, tiiat par^ 
)|ijlktvUlU& Mb rf Qovermttetit. I Ifipeal t6 the Hvttal lUtbo 
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chmcter oT party-spirit in tho conntry, wbtch is w the sephjr before Ilia 
{ale, in comparisoD of what will be, if such an unprincipled policy be 
■ubatituted far the prindple of Provincial policj in the administration of 
the government. I appeal to the party combin&tiona and party mantBuvrea 
in thoae sections of the United Stateai where the executive power is onljr 
the breath of party, and where party is the mainspring in the whojp 
machinery of government, where Lynch law triumphs over statute law, 
and mob power is stronger than executive power. I appeal to the late 
liata in Philadelphia — the natural spawn of an exclu^ive-party-policy- 
administration of the government advocated — to the moral weakness of the 
execntive authorities there — the powerlesancBB of the law — the necessity 
and even inefficiency of military interference. I appeal to the sentiments 
and warnings of the late President of the United States, as quoted ID the 
last nnmher. I appeal to the denanciations of the above-quoted Jit-. 
Waylani^to the tastimony and the lamentations of the most able slates- 
men and wiiters,andmo3t estimable characters in the American Republic! 
{ appeal, finally, the unwitting testimony of the Toronto Associationists 
themselves, in the address of Mr. Hlncks to the electors of Frontenac) 
.which the associalienists ordered to be re-piinted and circulated by theur 
Agents, in illustration of the doctrine earnestly advocated, that '■ the 
vacant offices should be filled by men of their own party," (p. £,) a quota- 
tion is introduced, to show that the " distribution of patronage should bo 
.so wielded as to secure the active support of the friends of the governs 
m^it, and weaken the party of their opponents."— (p. 4.) That quotation 
concludes thus ; — " A man of ability in Prusaia, without coonexioDB, has 
a much better chance of getting on, if he devote himself to the publki 
■ervice, than in England ; but at the same time, the chances of. such a 
person being adyanced are infinitely greater here, [England,] than in the 
United States. In ike latter, every thing ii racri&ced to party eontidera- 
Jton* ; and the moil tpUndid talents and capadty to render great ptdiUf 
Mertritei teoitld never advance their poiieieor one ttep on the ladder ^f 
promotioa if he happened to be of a different party from that in favour 
at tke time, or to teant party rapport. The reason is, that in England 
Pariiameotary influence predominatei merely, whereas, in America it it 
eterylhing ; and everything mual, in comeqveace, be made mibservietd to 
ittrtjrport." 

■ Now, as to England, I shall presently adduce fact against aaertian. 
Bat the operations of the party-patronage system must be vastly, more 
marked and more baneful in Canada, than it is here exhibited to .be in the 
United States as our examplere. The population ia much smaller here ths^ 
thwe ; and the nomber of offices much larger in proportion to the entire 
(npulatioo; aodtbeyweregreatly multiplied by the lata Counselkm, and 
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proposed to be moltiplied to % mach greater extent. The violence ttnd 
penonalitj.of pftrt; sre iacreued in proportion to the Hmallnew of tii*< 
population, and tfae amaant of patrooags to be distributed for pait^r 
purposes. - Tbis tyeteca, then, tbe rule of Government in Caoada, and all 
hope is eztiDguished that the Jmus temple of social war will ever bt a)Mf 
or social peace ever be enjoyed. Between the rising youth of Canedt 
and all promotion there is an impassable gulf, however "splendid tbe^ 
talente," or shining their virtues, or high their attainments, uoleee they 
can provide, and prove the poBHCSEioti of the additional requisite bridge of- 
politieal partizanAip aciivity and parlizamkip iiitereil. And this appi* 
of' discord — this premium for partizanship — this oSehoot of the wont 
■peciei- of democracy — this extiognisber of unobtrusive virtue and intdli' 
2«DC»-4hieejBtem of political and moral corruption — thiablood-«uekerof 
tbe tel%ioua ud moral feeling of the country, is dignified ae tbe "eMn»e« 
tff rOpontSde govenaatiU j and all who do Dot Ml down and worafaip 
this golden image of party idolatry, are to be cast into tbe furnace of 
party proscription and execration, heated eeven times hotter than it wai 
wont in former days I Such a system will prove Ctmoin— ^e gom of 
Irish intellect— an idiot , He said " I have known tumult and disorder 
to Riake many a rich man poor ; but I never knew it to make a poor man- 
ricbj" This newly advocated system of responEibie government will- 
indeed make a rich country poor, but it is the patent though nnprioc^ed' 
way to make poor political partizana rich. Under its oparation ewmM|f 
will be the desideratum for tbe public man, and moral prvteiplt will di^- 
and with it mill crumble the whole constitution of government; toittm 
tbe learned Scv-eobi^ in hia admirable lectures on the PhHoeophy of 
Hiatory, remarks — "At no time has a political coustitnlion or raode of 
government been devised, which could permanently supply tbe place ef 
pTMUtpk." May tbe Ruler of Nations avert such a eabunitj from 
Gaoada! 

For Sir Charlee Metcalfe to be a party to such a system— 4nticli more 
tbe stipulated tool of it — would not only be violating the commands of his 
Sovereign, and the still higher commands of the King of Kinigs, and 
Mthering every verdant germ of Canadian excellence and hope, with the 
fimom blast of tbe evile above deprecated ; but would be setting the seal 
)>ir condemnation to his own appointment as Governor-General of British 
North America, In the late debate on Canadian aflkirs in the Biitiah 
House of Commons, Mr. Buller said that Sir Charles Metcalfe belonged 
to " the ranks of the opponents of Her Msjesiy's present government ;" 
Lord Stanley said 9ir Charles " waE not a supporter of the preient 
Uipiftry ;" Sir Robert Feel said that Sir Cbarlss was not even persondly 
kkowti to a ancle member of the preisnt Govenmanti until aHar hi| 
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FKomiMadatiMi to her Hqeatf M Qawnet-GtBiant of Cuada. 'At 
emslnmeata of that offios <re lu|^ tliaa tiuMM of fiscntarj of SUIa Cir 
ttie ColoBiaa. Tfi* Mlnwliy ju EoflfUMi b»T« jn&nj MMif pnd otBx/t- 
BMking' depsndente snd frMwla-«acd)le uid othenriM— to «lioni aieh u 
dhawoald bean iovalatble boon, snd whOfOO doidit rsgwdtd thqii* 
ari*M as tiavin; jrtion; political cldoiB 'iftir lerncei Moderad," Aad, 
fa«4 Her Majesty's Adrisera octoi] apoo tho Deiv afid detHtaU« aitiaU 
iaeorpontted into the political creed of the lat« Adviiera of the Oonator- 
GfOeral, to rq[ud their oppooeotaaa "taeaafaf and fill up ^allTa ca at 
oOcM with oieD of their own party," t|ieD would Sir Charisa Ifafcalft not 
haM been (aa Mr, fiuller esiuaaaed jt) takan Irom tfae easka^ thalr 
oppounte." H41 ieaired not the office ; be darire^aad MMdadsotitV 
aniolamenta ; the office oeedad him ; Her Mqastya Hiai^ne ivfcMBf 
<aa tSir Robert PaeL baa more than once arowei, aad aa iMrt Jofai 
Ruaaall deolared, aHer the paaiing of (be Mankripd CorporatioB kl»,) t« 
TOconmend pemotia to office accordiag to th«r fitnaaa and merlta, Mhriaa4 
die appoiatDMOt of one of tbeir * oppcnenta " in the pataui of ttlr 
(%arlM Metcalfe. Thii i« Briiiah rcapoDaibla (foveranuDt, •■ pnf tfatd bf 
Ktt Majeatjp'a UinisteTa in tfae very appointineDt of (he praaent Head of 
tba CaRadiaQ Ssaootive, and thia is die tnia r«poniiUe goftmamt far 
Camda. <Sir Gharlaa Hetc&lfe'i paealiar fitneas for tbe Mtuatioa at 
tfftvaniM'.Geaaial cf Caoadi, waa aaaartad wm by Mr. Hmn, aad 
astopaad ia tfae etron^aat terma by tba late Counsellora ;Ui«niaelvea, at 
tJkecooamaBeanieBt of (ha lata aaaaion of the lepalatope, after th^ bad 
hadBerard moalba' coofidentiai iotarcourae with Hie Excrilemiy. Bat 
BaviD? changed that doetiino of GuTOrament, th^ bare ia « c anaa 
paodiag ratio, aaMnnylj changed their language in regard to fllr fTiailaa 
Metcalfe, and have doae bat little elae in tb«r ^>eechea for monlba paa^ 
•has attea^>t to falaify the words, which they themselTea had ampiofad Is 
parliament, during the diaeiusion of the answer to the Speech flvn Urt 
Unna.at the opening of tfa? awaion. This ia onlj' aaothwaddJlipii to 
tba 'Catalogue pf Ibair incooaiftenqiM and aelf-contrndictiona wluph I bitip 
h«t$tqfore painted oat; whilst Sir Ci|iarle» Metcalfe, tnw to ttia p 
annctiwed by Her Majaaty ^d her (tdjifKra jin hjf «vq AI¥f)'°M> 
tniB to the e^iial tifiittv and pdnleges of all das^ pf Hfll Jbjuifp 
VpbjapU .in Caii»da,~c<tDti4mea to nuintNO whft tha I9M fptam^lim 
^i1»^ .Sir.ChailleiiBi^roF to decl^ta tpthe.JolififtotmDiii^.Cqiii^ 

'7%i* tiie patrtraaga 1^ govemmaBt in Eiyland 1ms bean admed tai 
qs«d<&r -party pa^oaaa—eqwdallyMbretbo an of adnanjatwtkn !■< 
vif-BodanbL Tboaa w m» h ft «f mmMm 
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comptioD, ud not of " eqiul jiutice" in the adraioittnaioii of the gewB- 
maat, Tbe/ are beacons of wunJog, not enmplei far fmit«tioD. Tba 
principle wu alvsfa condemaed bj both itatesmen nnd monliits— 4hq 
«me uprofuie swuriDg— even b^ those who wersffuilt; cfit ; and ths 
fact itself of such abuse of patronage wu denied, e:£cept in cases where 
it was too shameleasly notorious to admit of denial. One minister of th4 
British crown did indeed unbiuehing-lj avow the doclrine itself; but hi) 
name, in coa&ezion with his celebrated maxim (the essence of the doc- 
trine of the late CaunaellnrB), that " every man has his price," is only 
remembered to be detested. Dr. Palbt, in his Moral and FolilUat 
PIttloiqihy, even ranks appointments to office according to qualificatlou 
amongst the rifii« 0/ t&e nigect. (Chap. X.) He aayB, " rights are per- 
fect or imperfect. Perfect rights may be asserted by force, or, vhat in 
mil society comes in the place of private force, by course of law," b 
giTtng exunples <^ " imperfect rights," he says — "appointmetitB to officm^ 
where the qualifications are prescribed, ihe heat qaaljfied candidate hat it 
rigkt to tueeeu ; yet if he be rejected, he has no remedy. He cannot 
seise the office by force, or obtain redress at law ; his right is therefor* 
imperfect. Wherever the right is imperfect, the correeponding ofaligt- 
tloo is BO too. I am obligrd to prefer tkt bat candidate, to relieve th« 
poor, be grateful to my benefactors, take care of my children, and reve- 
rence my parents ; but in all these caces, my obligation, like their rigbt^ 
is imperfect. I call these obligations < imperfect,' in conformity to the 
fstablished language of writers npon the subject. The term, howerarf 
seems ill chosen on this acconot, that it leads many to imaging that there 
is less guilt in the violation of an imperfect obligation, than of a perfeot 
one ; which is a groundless notion. For an obligation being perfect or 
imperfect, determines only whether violence may or may not be employed 
to enforce it." Paley adds that a man who by partiality, " diaappointa 
a worthy candidate of a statioa in life, upon which bis Impes, possibly, or 
livelihood, depended, and who thereby grievously discourages merit asd 
emulation in others, commits, I am persuaded, a much greater crime, tiuB 
if he who filched a book out of a library, or picked a.pocket of a handker- 
chief ; though in the ono ca«e he violates an imperfect right, in the oth^ 
a perfect one." 

In Uiis reasoning, it will be seen that candidates for offices have a rigbt 
in proportion to their qaalifieatioiu and merite, and that a corresponding 
iibUgation rests upon those who have the disposal of offices to make 
appointments upon that principle, similar to the obligation which ^sta 
between parents and children ; and that to make appointments upm afty 
ether principle involves a apeciea of dishonesty and injustice., I may alee 
ebswv^ that it involves didionesty mod injostiee against the pnUic m 
T 
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ffett u agaiait imlividuaU. Offices are created, out Tor the purposes oC 
pkrty patroDsge, bat, for the public good. The public therefore h&ve &' 
rigtit to the employment of the best quBlificatioDB uid talents (teg&rdle*^ 
of partiea or putj intereite) in those offices. To use the pnlronage of 
thoM offices therefore for utj part^ purposes ia not only a peirereion of 
them from the very design of their creation, but t, wrong against the 
pablic. The late CouHBellors have been compelled to admit this priacipls 
in respect to the office of magistrates. Tbe; have been compelled to 
declare that inagiatrHtes ought lo be appointed without regard to partj 
distinctions. And are not all other offices created fur the good of the 
pablic at large as well as that of magistrates t And are not the other 
offices for the most part more burthensome upon the public than that of 
ntagiatiates T And are not the public at Urge as much entitled to tb« 
fait and impartial benefit of one public office as the; are lo that of another? 
Id all probabilitj, there cannot be more than one office bolder to on« 
hundred of tiie popnlntion. There are ^en the interests of ninetj-nine 
to one in favour of having public offices filled according to qualifications 
and merit, "irrespective of party coQuderationa." Neither the Soreraign 
nor the pnblic have anj interest in perties or part; appointments. Parti' 
zans only are interested in party appointments ; the public at large ate 
interested in appointments according to qualifications and merits. Offices 
are created for the public at large, and not for partizans or parties. The 
whole theory, therefore, of party appointments and party patronage, is 
rotten at the very roundalion. It is alike at variance with the funda- 
mental principles of civil government and the first principles of morals. 
It is tiie original fountain of political corruption, and the death-knell of 
equal civil rights and privileges amongst a![ the members ofacoaimnnitj. 
It is both the effect and the source of public corruption. It assumes that 
■ people cannot be governed without this partial and therefore eornipt 
exercise of the patronage of the crown ; and it makes them more cornipf. 
The emulations and pretensions of party to public favour, should, there- 
fore, rest upon other grovinds then thaXtif party patronage. The sphere 
of their operations is benealh Ibe throne — not aiove it. The exercise of 
th^r functions should not taint the founlain of honour, and jastice, and 
law. That should be held sacred by all parties, and 9ow unpolluted bj 
party to the hurablest inhabitant in the land. The emulations of parties in 
regard to patronage itself Ehould be, who shall advise its exercise moat 
disinterestedly and moat efficiently for the encouragement of virtue and 
intelligence — for the interest of the public service — for the disconrage- 
ment of party contenlions and divisions — far the promotion of peace and 
gOod will. Tbeir emulations in regard to meamret should be, who will 
devise and, carrjr into efiect the most numoroos, most comprebensive, 
most nrnple, and most efficient measures for the good government of ths 
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feopI% the adrancemoDt of the education, the mortJf, the enterpiM, tit* 

agriculture, the commerce) the wealth, the happiness of the countrjr. 
Upon tbeae grouadi aod with these objects of honourable rivalahip and 
mittual emulation, Btateamen will, in exact proportiou to their abilitj, 
■kill, and Buccees, command the confidence, euppoit and gratitude of their 
fellow subjects, and be bonefuctora to their cammoii couDtry, This is my 
theory of patronage ; ihi^ is my theory of the duty of Executive Officers ; 
this is my theory of the practical working of " patty governraent ;" thi^ 
I believe, is the true theory of good government; whilst the Ticlone 
system of party patronage and party proscription is dangerous alike to 
Ibe throne and the people, and the proline patent of numberless vices and 
evils in a couimunity. Lord Brougham :bas well said (and the bistory of 
Canada proves it) that " Party undermines principles — destroys confidence 
in Btateemen — corrupts private morals — unites sordid motives with pure — 
produces self-deceptlon^-destroya regard Co truth — promotes abuse of the 
press — gives scope to malignant feelings— paralyses the pubhc councils- 
promotes treasonable proceedings." 

III. Thb Ddti or LBeiBi.*Toas.-~The daties of a legielator are, ia 
•eTendrespectB,common with those of an executive officer. If it ia th« 
do^ of the latter lo advise measureB and acts for the public good, without 
respect to party, it is the duty of the former to support them. If the 
.executive coun«elloT, on being elevated to that position, sbouhl faithfull]' 
and impatltslly consult the interest and happiness of his country aa a 
whol^ and not regard one section of it as his "enemies" and the other 
section of it ss his articled confederates, the legiBlator should do the same. 
The representative of a county, or town, on being invested with that 
character by the major vote of bis fellow freeholders, should lose sight rf 
parties for or against his success, and be the faithful repreEcntative of hia 
county or towu,and not the moreagent of a party in it. It ia not, how- 
ever, my intention to write an essay on the general duties of legislator^ 
bat to adfert to two particulars afiectlng them involved in the present 
discussion ; namely, first tiieir duty in preserving the constitution unim- 
paired, by maintaining inviolably the prerogative or rights of each btaach 
ofit — secondly, their duty respcciing organized political parties. 

It has been remarked by Dr. Palet, that « There ia one end of civil 
government peculiar to a good constiiutiofi, namely, the happiness of its 
subjects ; there Ib another end essential to good government, but eommon 
to it with bad ones — its own preservation. ObEerving that the best form 
of government would be defective, which did nut provide for its own . 
permanency, in our political reasonings we consider all such provisions a« 
expedient ; and are content to accept as a sufficient ground for a measan^ 
or law, that it is necessary or conducive to the preservation of the con- 
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Mittitiob." Oh put of the duty of k Isgislator if, therefore, to preswfi 
the ConatitulioQ. Aa id Uie removal of out comer etaiM^ the whol* 
fldiSce woatd be overthrown, bo the weeksDJog of one branch of wot 
mitai constitution endsn^rera the whole of it. The CrouM ia one of the 
foaduneatii pilhra of the constitution ; and wi^oot ilaprerogativeiit 
ia like Samgift) ahom of hia hur, or like a bodj without life. To deprive 
the crown of its prerogstives ; or, what is the rame thing, to penlyea 
the exercise of them, is to convert our monsrchical government into the 
, worst bind of democrecf'— a democracy which embodies alt the evils of 
ordinary democracies without their chief excellencies. Mr. RoebiuA 
IffofesBos to be & democrat in theory — though he proressea not by txtj 
nolent means to apply that tbAry to England — but he does to Canada, 
ia the readwwill see from the appendix, No. 4. Mr. Roebuck ia there- 
fore, listened to with curiosity in the Hoase of Commons. I myself 
beard him say, in commencing a speech in favour of establishiog electiva 
cwporatione in Ireland, that " ^ did eo becaase it was oiu wtep towards 
carrying out thosegreat principles of free government to which he bowed 
implicit aosent." He, therefor^ aa their voluntary patrm regarded it aa 
BO discourtesy or misnomer to term his eUentda in Weateni Canad*, 
" democrata." He knew that thor " stipuIatioD" or " Dnderstanding," 
if sanctioned, would effect what I have shewn it did involve— democra- 
tic independence. But anch is not the duty of a Canadian Legislator. 
The preservation of the monarchical consiitution is one of his first dotiea 
at all time*— and his first duty when any branch of it is invaded. On thia 
peint I will do no more than employ the authoritative worda of Hr, 
BoMKS to his Bristol constituents, and on an occasion too when, as ha 
■ays, ho received only one Tory vote, bat was supported by the Whigs 
and Dissenters against a Tory candidate. The following are not only 
his own words, but his own Ua3ie» and etyrilaU : " The diatingnithing 
pnt of our conatitution ia its liberty. To preserve that liberty inviolate, 
aeems the partlcDlar duty and proper trust of a member of the Hooae of 
Commons. But the liberty, the only liberty I mean, is a liberty coa- 
■ected with order ; that not only exists along with order and virtue, but 
which cannot axiat at all without them. It inheres in good and steady 
^vemment, as in its substance and vital principle," "To be a good 
member of parUanent ts, let me tell you, no easy task ; especially at thia 
time, when there is so strong a diapoaitiou to run into perilous extremes 
of lerrite compliance or teild popvlariiy. To unite circumspection with 
ngour, is absolutely necessary ; but it ia extremely difficult. We are 
BOW members for a rieh commercial eity ; this city, however, is hut a part 
of a rich eommercial nation, the interests of which are mirioiut, nt«AJ> 
/srM, sad mtrieatt. We are membars for that nation wUcb, however, 
ia itiBlf but a part of a, great enym-t^ extended by our virtue and our 
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fMnM t« tho brthMl limila of (he But and of the Wsit. M tbam 
wide eivead ioterests muat ba eoiuidered ; miut ba compared ; matt ba 
reeoiuiUd, if poealble. We ue membera fur > JrM coantryi Mid 
maeiy we all kngw tbit the machine or a free coaetilution Is no 
tfnpte thing ; bnt u Mlrieuft^ and a« deUtale, ae it is valuable. We are 
IDeDiben in a great and antieat HOnARGHr ; and we nuMf prettrvt 
T^igiotuly tke true regal right* of the Sovereign, iMch farm* the key 
tletu lh>U bind* together Ihe noble and vxU-caiutnieted orA qf mtr 
OKfire and eonititution, A constitutioo made op of halanetd poteert moat 
Aver be a critical ibiug. Aa «uch I meaa to touch that put of it which 
eomee within mj leach." 

Mb. Buileb quoted this laat paaaage in hie " appeal f nun the new to the 
old Whige f and od it made the rollowiujr remarkai which ought at this 
time, to sink deep into the mind of ever^r couBtitutional legislatot la 
Canada. In tbiflmaneer Mr. Barke spoke to hia canstitaenta seven teen 
yeara ago. He spoke, not like a partizan of one particular member of' 
oUr conalitntion, but a* a person strongly and on principle, attached to 
them all. He thought these great and asseniial meinbers ought tobe 
preoerred, and preserved each in its place ; and that the tnonarchi/ ottght 
net onfjr to ie leeured in its peculiar eTtttence, hut in its pre-eminence too, 
at the prtnding and connecting principle of the whale. 

Id every instance wherein &□ attempt has been made to subvert the 
monarchical part of the constltulien, it has invariably been fouoded upon 
the pretext that the prerogatives of the crown had been unconstitutionally 
•xercieed ; nothing is more easy than to get up a charge of the kind in 
lalation to mattere which liave gone along in the ordinary way, and 
which have not been trajisacted with a view to so insidious and scandalooi 
a proceeding as that which has been instituted against the Governor 
GeoeiaL In the same way one half of the fanners and mechanics ■n4 
dealers throughout the province might be proved to ba rogues, becautQ 
they had net in every instance rendered an accounl, and given a receipt^ 
&c, Im., according to the technicalities of law. But in this case, I 
think I have shewn, that admitting even the extreme application of law 
which is known to he the worst species of tyranny, Sir Charles 
Metcalfe stands exonerated, and his accusers stand condemned. And 
never have the lights of the Canadian people been so fully recogaized by 
their governor as in the replies of Sir Charles Meicalle to addresses 
which nave been presented to hlni ; and never has the Imperial govern- 
ment conceded eo much and so cordially to the people of Canada, as in 
the late debate in the Britl^ House of Commons on Canadian tSan. 
Nothing but a deliberate and settled determination to pull the " ^ey- 
Atone" jout of the arch of our monarchical government can justify the 
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preaent Toronto Aaaociftiioii hoatilitj ajrainst the GoTsraor Generd and 
tbe supreme government of the empire. 

The other point of l^islstive dutj to which I be^ to rarer, r^t«fl to 
politkat parlies. Diva of polilical rerolotioD, dod days of political eor- 
ruptton and days of iron rule, are the dnya of plighted party orgaaizatioD. 
It Is so with a ncighbourhuotl ; it is so with a town or city; it is so 
with a coiin'jy. But as with a town or neighbourhood, so with & conntry, 
the days ormecbanical, agricultural, commercidl, and intellectual iaduatiy 
— the days of improTemtMil. prosperity, and happiness, are the days ia 
which the clangour or party faction ia not heard — in which the social 
energies are in union instead of collision — in which individual indepeiu 
deace is not impaired b; party bondage — in wliich individual emulation, 
merit, intelligence and enterprise has free and UDresirained encourage' 
ment and scope of exertion. It is bo in a family ; it is so in n church ; 
it ia so in a province. In unity ther e is strength and in division there is 
weakness in a country, as well aa in a church ; and with as much reason 
Alight Mr, Baldwin talk about advancing the ioterests of a church by 
(iving " a distinctively parlg character" to its annual sseerabliee and ita 
local meetings, as to talk of advancing the interests of the country by 
giving " a more distinctively party character" to its legislative represen- 
tation. Such doctrine may do very well for a party man who expects to 
be the head of a parLy, or a gainer by party — the same as some men 
advocate lotteries ; but the sentiment ia as unpatriotic as it is absurd. 
Never w&a a more gross political solecism uttered. And the party asso- 
eiations which certain ex-ministers have formed to elevate themselves 
against the Crown are of the name character. Never were the remarks 
of that powerful advocate of popular rights — the late Rev. Robbrt 
HiLt/— on political associations, more applicable than in this instance : 
" Associations in this light may bo considered oa the finesses and tricks 
of the miuiatrj. At present thoy ere playing into each other's hands, 
and no doubt find great entertainment in deceiving the nation. But let 
tbem beware lest it should be found, after all that none are so much 
duped aa themselves. Wisdom and truth, the ofispring of the eky, are ' 
immortd ; but cunning and deception, the meteors of the earth, afler 
glittering for a moment, must pass away." 

Can it then be the duty of a legislator to be the bond-man of party T 
If it not bis duty to be an independent representative of his constituents, 
and of his country, and judge of every act and every measure on its 
merits, and not be the horns, or tbc lungs, or the neck, or the belly, or 
the leg, or the tail, or the lap-dog, of any man, or party, to be at th« 
option of his head, or the bidding of his master, as " party purposes'' may 
require? In an old and extensive country — where all the institutions of 



,=,^,oo.^lc 



151 

dociety are laid in ihe depth or ages and the admiaiatration of them in 
tbe usages and paramouat aatbority of geoeratLonB, aod where STOrj 
prerogative, and interest, and privilege, in the church and in the atat^ 
fyom the cottager to the Sovereign, is defined and settled bj the cominon 
law or ceotilneB, the collisions of party shake not the foondatlons of ibe 
empire — llie sphere of their emulation Ilea by the avowal and ioterests of 
all parties within the fundamental institutions of the government ; — bo 
that in some inBtaneee iheir difibrent forces result in the Increased velocity 
of administrative machinery, though in most cases in clogging its wheels, 
and on not a few occasions stopping its movements altogether. But tbe 
resistance and collision that would scarcely cause a jar or friction in the 
vastly po? erful governmental machinery of an old and a great country, 
would TOnd to pieces that ol a young and a foebie country. Tbe dlier- 
ences or partizanship that would scarcely disturb a large congregation or 
church wodU scatter a small one to the four winds of heaven. But in 
Groat Britain herself, parties are admitted to be evils in UiemselTts, and 
are not, as far as I know, justified in tbe abstract by any anthoritative 
writer on political science. The immensely varying majoritiea and 
minorities in both Houses of Parliament, shew how much individual 
jadgment and independence are exercised, even where the existence of 
parties is acknowledged, where the great principles of government and 
public policy are thoroughly underatood, and where the great majority of 
the House of Commons have avowed their prefereoce for Sir Robert Peel 
and hia colleagues as more competent and safe advisers of the government 
than Lord John Russell and bis late colleagues. And at ^is moment in 
England (as staled by the last arrival) it is avowed as a doctrine by tlw 
advocates of free trade on tbe one hand and by a large portion of the 
Conserrativeson tbe other, and illustrated by the example of the prew ' 
that tbey will act simply with a view to pHudpla and laeature* without 
regard to men. When tbe Minister of the Crown is aware that he boUa 
his place upon tbe ground of his general ability and integrity, and tbat 
Iiis measures will be judged of according to their merits and adaptation 
to the country, he will be more vigilant, more circumspect, more just, 
and liberal, than when he grounds his strength and expectations of success 
upon the confederacy of party. The history of Canada proves that party 
policy end party legisktion have been the sources of gross and numerous 
extravagancies, oppressions, and evils. In any couniry, and more 
especially in a new one, for a man to lay down party policy and party 
legislation as a theory of government, is to lay the axe at the root of tba 
tree of public prospenty and happiness. Such a theory is alike dangwone 
to the stability of tlie Throne and the liberty of the Subject. Nor is it 
less' favourable to the morals vS public men. No legislator can lonj 
preserve his Christian feeliDgsand principles linimpqired while he abai]dDn» 
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biiDNlf to thfl tortuoiu inui(8UV«nD^ of ptrtf . The followja^ nouxlu 
of tha Rar. T. Gisbokhb ■hoald bo tnuured up bf every legulRtor in 
Cuuda. " In order to preserye tbii principle or B reaolnte and atabbom 
HDM of duty at once pare in itself mi effioeiooa in ffo*erDJDg hi* god- 
duet, iet him retUve from tlu moment of hii outut in puUie life la tkia^ 
fketiutrer of party. Let him lesrn to detect the hackneyed eopbism, 
by which ha will be&r the aacrifice of ever; upright motive palliated and 
TecMnmeaded ; that a concurrence of tnany ia neceuary to the aucceea of 
every plan ; and that no man can expect the aid of others without beii^ 
ready to make reciprocal cooceasiona and compliaueea. Let him tellthot* 
who ur|[e it, that to co-optrate, unottohe apartuan ; that co-operation 
aihs BO coaceBaioni but such as are consistent withmorality and religion ; 
(kat forty reqaira her votary to violate, cilhwr expraily or im^iedly, Oie 
4ieiate* of ioUi ; to affirm tehal ht belitve* to be fade ; to deny what h^ 
Imowt to bt true ; to praw tAat h* deemt reprditmible ; to cmattenaiut 
^ihat h* juiget MKuiie. Let him explicitly make known to ihoae with 
wham be eo-ep«atei in political undertakingis that be ia an independsbt 
friapd, who will support them in every measure which he shall think 
editable in itoeir, and conducive to the national welfare ; not an articlod 
coofederate, pledged to concur in proceedinga which hie judgment and 
hw coRaeieDce disapproves." 

In connexion with thia theory of parties in the legislature and in the 
country, and party policy and party legislation, preparation is made for an 
Drganized oppOBJlton to the government, with a view to its embarraae- 
tnent and overthrow, if poapible, whatever may be its intentions and 
ineaaorea. And this is called "patriotism" and "love of Lbertj !" 
Rather should it be called partyitm and the gratw of liberty. On this 
point I would address every legislator — nay, every honest man in Canada, 
not in my awn feeble words, but in the resiatlesa language of one of the 
most ardent and eloquent advocates of civil and religious liberty to whom 
England erer gave birth — tiie late Rer. Robbrt Hai.l, who, ao far frwn 
regarding such a doctrine and auch a proceeding as patrioUe and favunr' 
able to liberty, regarded it as a necessary measure of parliamentary 
reform, as the enemy of good govetnment, and the death blow cS liberty. 
In his great Eaaay " On a Reform of Parliament," Mr. Hall saya-r- 
" Freedom is supposed by some to derive great security from the exi»> 
tence of a regnlar opposition ; on ecpedietU wkiA it tn my opintoii bsA 
A»offtprmg and Ike eluriiher of faetion. That a minister should bt 
opposed when his measures are destructive to bis country, can admit of 
no doubt ; that a systematic oppoaition should be maintained against any 
mail merely as a minister, without regard to the prineiplee he may pre fiM t , 
•I the measnrea he may propose,— which ia intanded by a regnlar «pp»- 



.=,i.,oo.^lc 



163 

aftii»,-^fytan ta m* a matt «orn^t cutd ux^rituapUi «m«h> Wba 
ft LsgisUtlvo AMtmbly ii tbo* thfowo ioto putje% diatiogDubtd \tf no 
laading fmnolpli, howeva warm and aoiin«ted their dahate^ it ii plain 
th«; displaj ooly a atraggle Toi th« emolumentB of offic*. This (b« 
poople ditcern, and is coBi»iaeDc« liatec with v«ry Illtlu attentioH to the 
tvpiwantatioDa of the minister on ihe one hand, or tha mibority on tha 
other ; being' persuaded the only real di^rence between them li^ ^"^ *^ 
ooe !• aoxioUB to giio what tha other ia amious to keep. If a munmit 
b» good, it If of no importanee lo tkt italtctt frtm tokam il procMtU'; JVt 
will it be Mteemed by the oppoetlion a point of honear not to let it pM> 
witkout throwin^r svery obatniction in its way. If we listen to Um 
mitiiater for the time being, the oition ia always flourishing and happy ; 
t^«M kearktn to At oppotiiion, it it a dianet yf it betuAoH the hrUt ^f 
iettrwiian. In an aumnbly towaied to dtUbtrate en tAc qffiairt *f a 
iMtioa, hov ditgntHtg to hear memift perpttually tott of fiUtr eMiM»- 
liuu, and thtir rttoliition to act vrith a partieulor ttt of mcii ; whoi] if 
they have bappmcd by chance to vole according to theb conviotioM 
nther than their party, half their ipeeohea are made up of apologiea Ibr ft 
OODdoct so new and unexpected ! Whan they aea men iuiit«d who agn« 
ia nething bat their hostility to the minister, the paople Ul at 8nt int» 
eoragemeBt and irresolution g till peiceiTing political debate la a man 
vramble fat prollt and power, tt«y endtamw to hooomt at oorrvft a» 
Otlf htttert. A M Met M tbtl roar o/JMiom vHUch deafont tkt oar and 
titAent tJit \airl, Ike tHil tiofee of liborty it heard. Sun tubmi fbom tmm 
BfBanniia Bcnna, ahi* aiaAKM tbbu) vnvauiMs as thb PAsas in* 
ootnfBunotia m wmcH srb is dooiud to xxmx" 

IV. Thb Duti or TBB Feopcb.— A fbw ramarks on this subject 
Wd I bkfa done. Tbe interests of tha people, apd thnr duty, ar^ of 
aoatwe, idtnticaL What their real intaraat are, may, I trait, b« ea^y 
iriturad from tha prerions discnsoioi). 

1. Id the Ibst place, it it wl tha Interest of tba people to reaiBt her 
Hajasty or bar MajestyNt RepresenUtirs in Canada. The InteresU and' 
happinasa of man require government ; there can be no government with- 
out authorfty ; that authority mast be lodged somewhere; that totb^i^ 
mvdvee a tribunal ot ultimate appeal In aJI qneslioDe of dispute between 
■By parties fn tite state. In rt^ard to altegatlooa Bgaiost &o bead of dia 
Ca nadta a ezeontiv^ the ImperJAl authority is the supreme end Qltimatv, 
trftunal of appeal, as stated in the House of Assembly's Bew^tlons of 
Saptaaibar, I6il, vrhi<!h iec\tT», " mtat the kead of ike txemlioe gomm' 
mmt of the Pembiet, ieUg witUA &etimiUofiitgmmimaUikertjff»- 
aMiatfw ^ tka Sowra^ u vt^mtlbU to tk* Impviat mOkorit]/ mIom,? 
Bk aB eani of StlgadM t^ onaaeeasrihl •■ w^ as ineeassfiil partfimiitf- 
V 



afaidebf the decinon of the le'g&lly coQstitated tribuQ&l of judgment in 
such cases. To resist Buch a decision la to renounce the BUthority of the 
toibupsl which made it. Ja it the iotereat of the people of Ctnadft to 
resJBt tbedeciaioD which the Imperial authority hm prooounced in favour 
of Sit Charles Metcalfe, and coDdetnDatory of the allegatioDi of hj» 
accuaera T Are the people of Canada prepared to sustain a resietatice if 
conmieucijd 1 If not, ou^ht tbey to commence it ? This is the alternS' 
live — to resist or submit. And this is the point at which the queatioti 
has now arrived. The chairman of the Toronto Association hjoiself (in 
a printed letter) thus explains the responsibility of the Governor Oeneralr 
and thus anticipates the present position of tbe question at issue : " "Hia 
GoTornor General fills a two fold capacity ; Jirit, that of representative 
or deputy to the Sovereign, for the exercise of those prerogatives of 
Koyalty, with which he may be entrusted, and which by reason of the, 
personal absence of the Sovereign, can only be perfurmed by deputy; anl 
aecontily and emphatically, that o(the minister of the crown in thecolonyr 
personally lo ualcAi over and control the locai adminittration of public 
t^airt, and see that tbe colonial attthariliet do not infringe upon iTOperial- 
right* or interests. In both these capacities he is responsible to the> 
orown, and obnoxious to impeachment in Parliament, should he fail in lh» 
important functions thus confided to bim." " In an independent state,! 
the Sovereign is under greater restraint than the Governor of a Colony^ 
but the difference is one of degree ; not of character. In either caaOf, 
where a difference arises, it becomes at once a question whe^er tli». 
di&rence be of sufficient importance to enter upon the conflict wbiclv 
must necessarily arise, where two parties firmly adhere to their respective, 
determinations. In an independent state, such pertinacity may bring 
about a revolution and the dethroaoment of the Sovereign. In a colony 
it may lead to a state of perpetual and conlimial irritation, vshick may 
end in the ultima ratiu of alt human affairt." That is, a resort to arms. 

. This is strictly constitutional doctrine.. It admits all that is involved 
lo my argument on this point in the preceding number. It admits tbt^ 
the Governor has more power in the colony than the Sovereign has ia 
England, because of his greater responsibility, and because he combing, 
in himself the povrer of the minister with the prerogative of the Sove* 
rei^n. But how has the practice of the author of Uiis quotation and of' 
his fellow Aasociationlsts of Toronto contradicted his theory ? In theory, 
they here admit — though two months afterwards they and Mr. BL^e. 
contradict it — that the Governor General is responsible to the Imperial 
au|bority alone ; they prefer certain charges against bim for.malodmuuH- 
tration ; but instead of bringing those charges with the alleged proofs pC 
tjiem before the Jjnperial authority for .,»dj)|dicatioi>i tiuiy brin{.(bei» 
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beTMe'tha Canadian public. Their theory before ths formation of the 
Twonto AsBOciation admitted eotonial connenim milk England ; their 
pcactice, and theory alao through Mr. Blake, since the formation of that 
■nociation, asserts independence of England. And, bb stated by. the 
(Chairman of the Toronto Aasocialioa himaelfi " t' now hecomet at once tt 
jiteriiott u?fteiA«r the difference be of au^ient importance to enter ypon the 
confiiel wkieh mutt neeeasarily arise T' The Imperial authority has suh- 
atanUally decided ; the only other tribunal of appeal ia the Goi. of baUle$ 
—the chances of tear. Do the people of Canada regard the "differenca 
■of sufficient importance" to make this appeal 1 To enter upon thia 
"conflict 1" If not, ought they to countenance or become committed to 
the agitations and aBsocialionH which are the eaaential preliminaries to 
■och a conflict 1 I helieve they ought not, and especially for two amongst 
many reasona. Firtt, the Imperial authorities have done no more than 
they hare a conatitutional right to do. They pass no stomp act ; tbay 
invade no Canadian right j they decide upon facts, of which the respon- 
ubla government rcsointions of 1841, make them the judge. To resist 
them, therefore, cannot be justified in the sight of God or before the 
wortd. One of the late Counsellors, and those who admitted him as their 
organ, havp heretofore acknowledged submission to an inferior tribunal 
in regard to even the theory of reaponsibla government itself— the prating 
«f Mr. Blake about " eta rnal jo sties'' and the shouts of the Toronto Asso- 
ciationiats to the contrary notwitiislanding. In the first number of Thb 
EuMiifBK, July, 1838, Mr, Hincks, after stating that the object of bis 
paper was to lay before the EatI of Diifta*M the views of Reformers on 
the question of ReapooBible Governmeni, said— "If after their views have 
been submitted, and duly conaidered, it should appear to his E^icellency, 
the High Commissioner, inexpedient to recommend their adoption, we 
*n«t all agilalvm on the sabjecl teill be dropped, and that those who 
cannot teifh comfort to themsehea live happily under the inaliiutiom which 
Jiail be eslMished, will peaceably leave the Province and tettle where 
ihey can enjoy inititution) more congenial to their withes." If the decision 
of a High Commissioner was in 1838, to be final as to the theory rf 
responsible government i:self, ought not the decision of the authority that 
appointed that Commissioner to be final in 1844, in regard to certain facts 
relative to the working of that system — facta which the very document 
that embodies it refers to the decision of the Imperial authority J There 
would not have been a momenl's hesitation on the subject — not a voice 
joined against it — nay it would have been received with acclwnation — had 
)tot rapid strides been made on the road to independence, since ie3S> 
But since the Imperial authority has decided the question, I may per* 
inpa be permitted to say in the language of Mr. Hincka, " we tnni (^ 
agiiatioti on the suhject will be dropped, and that those leho cannot wi^ 
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SwbwU^— I btUtta tha decfiioB or tho ImperU authority tnfiA not to 
1m nUMttd bjr tltb t>«opl6 of Cuiadt, b«c&Die It (rnntnll thAt tiioy ten 
tlk«d At, They b»e uked for rMponiiblo gOTernniBQl, aceorditif to 
tbB rexilDtJOM'of 1841. The imporial aotiiority (rnntait without mwn. 
With tbtiM molotiiHU, h&v«ver, tbe Toronto AHOciitlooiitB Bbnii Bttt 
Ui ba Mtitfiod. To thoM letolutioiu thaf hsve added Lord Dnifaua's 
Baport. In their procMdinga, titty have inalatod upon the raaolatieea of 
1841 Mid Lord Duitam'l Report. Why did they Hot think of thll In 
to 1B41 1 Are thej to ehup their gtaaai and clatmi a« often aa thaif 
ploamT 0p to the time of tiie lata redgnaUoDa, Uiej uked IbraotUag 
More thta the rMOlationa of 1841 ; but liuce then it haa been foond that 
flwaa rMOlntlMB did not hj any meana cover the demanda made by the 
lata eomaellora ; and to make any tolerable excoae for aome of thoaa 
tenandi^ they tmut go beyond the Mafpia Charta reaoktiona, and iiolata 
■UM panagea fVc»ii Ix>nl Dnrham'a Report. But it iboaU not b« 
fbrgotten that whilet the Imperial Govwnnent nnheaitatiiigly aaaent to 
the reaMntioiui of 1341, they have aneDted to Lord Dorham'a Report only 
in oonnex ion vith tiie limitatiooa laid down in Lord JdiD Baaeell'e 
Deqatcli of October 14, 1S99. LordDurhani explained the theory; Lotd 
John ftuMell added the aecnrltiei requital in iu aafe practical worklof . 
What the anpreme aothwity haa joined toguber, ia sot vitbont anthori^ 
U be pot aniDder, Under that despatch Ur. Baldwin took offlce in 1840; 
to tliat detpateb Ur. Snllivan oneqaivocally inbsMbed, aa I can prova to 
demonittatiMi if required ; and with that deapateb the present newapapet 
ttrgutt of the Toronto Astociation espraaaad themaeltei aatisflad at the 
lima of iti publication. The fbltowing ia en editoiial paragiafA which I 
iHBtted fa the Chra&m Chur^dJaA, April 8, 1840 [—"Tfaa Editora of ttia 
fbOowing papan have alraady ezpresaed themaelrea aatiafled with tha 
ncommwdadoaa of Lord lohn Enaselfa Despatch ; namely, the BrUak 
Calonut, the Patriot, tite Exaaiiiter, the Mirror, the Contrntnial BtrMt 
Urn Mimill'-n ExprtM, the JViagara ChromeU, and Uie Moitlrtal Gazttu. 
fnia£>B»fa«r(Mr.HlBckB') pronounces the despatcb 'tkefkll eonuaAn 
^rOfOKHUe goatrtmuta, tuXt^a* abeayt underttood and advoeaUd it.' 
TUl ia an cattraordinary statement ; but we are [deaoed that our conteffi- 
fOTKry il tatisfied. We have been told that Hr. Attorney-Geneial 
Durst la also ndafied ; and we have heard it stated that Ur. BAWWnt 
fi^ the despatch bafbre he Woe ^pointed Solicitor-General. Thus are 
lA pHtiM at last agreed a* to our fiiture system of government. Then 
• be forgotten* on til sides," 
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Soeh WW Ua 4wHion of R^/onuri m well m ConMn^rai ia IMI^ 
r th* wpoiltigna of Lord Joka RawetPi Deipateh. In tin 
« of the Ith ud IHh of April, 1S40, 1 gnt lengtlMnad utfclM 
«a Ikat dMiMteh, ilEtiag the aeTSrsl poiuti of (freeoiMt and diiKrmM 
batwaan it ud Lord DdtImiii'b Report — what was gnmlad and what waa 
■ot franted. I waa Dot ao much churned with it aa wii Mr. Hincks ; 
nor eotild I axpreas myielf in so Joyoas lajiyiiags aa did be and hia lUfiinn 
coDteaporarin. I did, hawever, bow to it in the followtng temu^aDd am 
Bot ^paradi lika tha AawiciiLtioniHta, to denj my own vorda, thoii|:h I 
raairtad tha right of future freedom of remark on the aubject ; — " Poi 
Ika aake of peace, from dutiful raapect, and under pledp of food gonn- 
■MBttWabewtotheRujaldedaion; wsdoaofraoklj, opaoiy, uiwquiv«od< 
Ij, ■adcalAljr await thaazpaneMnt of tha Govwomeat remedy. We ali^ 
•zardaa Oar plaaaora aa to our opinion on the tlieorj itaalf) and aa to what 
wa mtf aaj or do reapecting it in futDra yean ; but fat the praaant, «• 
jiald abadienee to the mandala from the Throne ; and will lendar Ike 
GMremor-GeBeiara adminiitiatioD all tha aupport in oar pewar." 

It fa all-Important that «nry mta in Canada ahould not be miitaken a« 
to the deciaion of Her Majeatj'a GoTemment, That wu elated by Lord 
fttablef, " in evtry a«rd of idioie Mtatement (Sir Robert Peelaaid)/— 
and I am lure I ipaik their lenlfmenti — and the rtit of the Oovemment 
tattrdy eoneur. Lord Slanlej said that Her Majesty's GoTerament 
cooGomd in Lord Durham'a Report, aa explained and applied in the 
iaapaieh of Lord John Rnaaell. Then Lord Stanley eiprested the aenti- 
menta (aanctfoned by the cheera of the honae) of Her Majesty'a Govern- 
nmtthu^ in reply to Hr. Roebaek ; — "Now the hon. and learned 
gentleman had aaked him (Lord Stanley] whether he entirely concurred 
in the riewa which had been taken by Sir Charles Bagot on the subject of 
Raaponalble GoTemmeDt, whether be would state explicitly td the Houae 
what hia own aense of reiponaible government was 1 (Hear.) He 
would do ao. (Hear.) By reaponsible governmeat, ha uoderatood that 
tte sdminiatration of Canada was to ba carried on by the heads of depart- 
■Mta anjoyiog the cosfldence of the people and of the le^latnre of 
Cbaada ; and reaponaible to tint legiaktura if the eidoiiy for the due 
ezerdaaofthefunctionBofeacht^theirdepartments. (Hear.) Nay,m(»«, 
bealaonnderetoodbyit that the Governor, in introducing and ezpoandiog 
maaaurea for the cooaideration of the Fsrliament of Canada, should be 
foided by the advice of those whom be might have called to hia coondl. 
Bat if the hooooiable gentleman asked him whether, by reepoDsihle 
government, he meant that tho Goveroor wss to be the mere macfiiae, or 
paaaire inatmment of any aet of men or party in the colony, his answer 
*ii, that he could understand very well to what it might lead, but that 
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anchKV^Bin wu not consu lent with conBtitutional g^orenniinent i^ & 
ftritJEdt colonj, under the authority of % Brilish Governor. (ChMra;) 
Ha therrfore approved or the conduct of Sir Ch vies Metcalfe — (cheon) 
— 4d not agreeing to the terms which his coancil wished to impose upon 
him. Sir Charles Metcalfe, however, hiid Uid down in express terms, hlB 
adberenca to the resolutions of the third of September, 1S41, to which ths 
honourable and learned gentleman had adverted, — that the Head of ths 
Executive Goverament was rcaponEible to the Imperial authority 
alone, but that the munagemeflt of the local afiairs of the colony wers 
only to be carried on by him, hy and with the asaistance of suhordinata 
officers of the government. Sir Charles Metcalfe hod, in the moat express 
u)d explicit terms, adhered to the principle oF the reaoiutions to which ha 
lud just adverted, and had said, in doing so, th&t he considered any other 
syitem of government, as impracticable in the Province of Canada.— 
(Hear, hear.) He (Lord Stanley) was not disposed to enter into the 
question whether responsible government was or was not the one most 
likely to conduce to good government, to conciliate the opinions of tha 
people of Canada, or to enlist in the public service men of honesty, 
character, integrity and faith ; but the prUcipU had been conceded, both, 
kere and in Canada, and to it Sir Ckarla Metcalfe had agreed. The 
resolutions in question said that tiie Governor-General was to he respon- 
sible ; but the hon. and learned gentlemau would leave him without 
responsibility at Home, but an instrument in tlie hands of the Executive 
Council, and responsible to ibem. The two responsibilites might, by 
possibility, be exercised by mutual forbearance and good sense, on the 
part of the Governor and the other body; but let the principle of the hon. 
and learned member (Mr. Roebuck) be adopted, and the Governor could 
be nothing more than a mere agent in the hands of the Executive Council 
— (hear, hear) — and yet, at the same time, responsible at Home. Thia 
was pr^tically absurd, for without power there could be no respoo- 
sibility." 

I submit, therefore, that the Imperial authority has fully sanctioned 
responsible government, as desited by the people of Canada ; and that 
every man and ossociatioo should be rejected and avoided that perslstsiti 
resistance against Her Majesty and her Representative in Canada. 

2. — I would remark, lo the next place, that the people can have no 
interest in perpetuating strife und contention. Party editors, and office- 
seeking partisans may gsin by it ; but the people will be as a picked 
goose, or a pillaged householder. The value of property is not increased 
by agitation ; nor the transactions of commerce advanced by strife ; nor 
the influx of immigration, or the investment of capital, promoted by 
commotion; nor are the interests of Religion extended by calumny , ot its 
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■{Hrit diffused bj clunouri aot tniha leaouKea of the couaXij, imfitnai 
by coUiBion, nor iti Uwa beet sdminiBtered by confederBC]', nor iU ener-. 
giesstren^eiMd by division. Id eTer7iespect must the people boa loier> 
tai the cauDtry & sufferer from strife and uontention. 

3.— Nor CSD the people advance their interesta by rangiog themaelvefl 
under the banners of party leader?, and disputing about men. To contend 
for principlea is patriotic; but the Home Government have avowed all tha 
ptinciplea ever contended for ; and to dispute about men — the only 
Kmainhig topic of contention — is roctiaus. The late Rev. Robert Hall 
has forcibly remarked that "factiom are fomided on men ,-" and that in 
contending for tham, "the people are canduiatet for tervitade, »x& are 
boy debating tekoae livery they ehall wear." The same writer, after 
noticing that in the early tiaiea of the Roman Government, there wer« 
disputes relative to the principles of the government between the patri- 
cjana and plebeians, reiuarkG — "in the progress of corruption, thinga 
took a turn ; the permanent parties which sprung from fixed prin- 
ciple! of Government were lost, and the citizens ranged themaelvea 
under the standard of particular leaders, being bandied into fictions, under 
Harms or Sylla, Cccsar or Pompey; while the Repablie stood by without 
xny interest in the dispute, apasnve and helpleat victim." 

4. Nor can the interesta of the people be advanced by countenancing 
|iarty combinations, by advocating extreme measures, or by supporting 
extreme men. By estreme men I mean, those who are violent and 
reckless in their conduct, or who pusb good principles to extreme lengths. 
Of two men one may be violent in his manner, but moderate in hia 
measures ; the ather may be very gentle in hia manner, but extreme in 
his application of good principles. Neither is desirable, bnt the latter is 
by far the more impracticable and dangerous of the two. He is is 
politics what the bigot is in religion — a man of one idea, and that idea i^ 
all the world to him ; and all tbe world is not too much to be sacrificed 
for it. Opinions with him are fundamental principles ; end his principleB 
are infallibilities — always equal in magnitude and alike inviolable. — By 
extreme measures I mean, measures or proceedings that destroy tbfl 
equipoise of our balanced constitution ; or that infringe constitution^ 
rights ; or that involve hazardous if not dang'erous experiments ; or that 
savour more of change tban stability ; or are found>;d upon party rather 
general principlea, or are promotive of party more than general objects j 
or that alter tbe land marks or loosen the foundations of society. What 
I mean by,parly combinations cannot be mietaben. In looking over tbo 
statute book of U]>per Canada, and in contemplating ita history during tb^ 
last twenty yeara, 1 capnot find or recollect a single measure that ha* 
been carried into efibct or a aiogle principle that has beeq Becjfted 1^ 
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ptrtjr conbiBfttion ei bj wEtrems proeoedtngr of taj Hoi, II it ■■ 
lutraotivs, thoogh Mtherto DBootleed faet, thit every tdvanUgv which 
bu bean aeqaitecl, vr»y coneeMon vfaieh bM been obtainsd, ud mmj 
eoDiidenble step which hii been made in the icience of canvtitolloiMl 
(onrnmeiit in Cantdk hu baeD efiected by modants meaaarea, by moje- 
nte men, tad in oppoaition or in the mj of no thank* to aitreoMl 
theomti or putiuoa ; and that eitrame parties anct eztreiae party pr»i 
caedinga have forrosd the moat aerioua Db«taclea to the progreM of jfitt 
and liberal governmeot. From 1S33 to 1840, the only liberalising maaaw* 
got through the legialature wat the ameDded Eing'a Collego Chartav 
BiU— and that was accompliahed by moderata men in the apint of coiica»i 
nan hetaieeii contending pArtiea, Tbe political aaaociatjon that afnag 
up in Toronto to 1BS4, and ita townahip branchea, with the extrems Dwn 
4inctly or indirectly connected with theoi) trera aa ioiouul to oivit 
)«fann aa thay were to public roorala and coDatitutional prind^ei) aD4 
fowed and nouriahad a aeed which prodoced a fearful barraet of rabeUioii 
in 1S37. Opposita party eztromea and violence were nearly as buwfol 
during the next throe years. Lord Sydenham owed all hia aoecsaa, and 
Uppor Canada >• indebted for all the benefit, to moderate CooiMela uA 
the aupport of moderate (nen against the oppoaition of extreoM mapi 
v^Kcialiy Ur. Uincka and hia followers. In June 1841, the reapoQaiUUty 
ef nlnlateni of the crown to tbe legialatare was, for tbe first time In the 
Ustoiy of Canada, announced first by Hr, Draper and then by Hr. Har- 
rison, wben both Meaera, Baldwin and Hincka were in oppoaition, and 
when Lord Sydenham'a administration was supported by the moderate 
reformera In Upper Canada. It was while they thus evinced a candid aiul 
conciliatory feeling, andamanifeatdeeire toco-operate with theGovwnor 
Oeneral and the Imperial Government as far as poealble, that the Britiab 
hrliament was induced to guarantee a loan at a' reduced rate of interest 
which aecoree to. the people of Canada many thpasand ponoda every year. 
And the Home Government have since been passing fiscal raeaauroa 
highly beneficial to the agricultonl and commercial interests of Canada. 
When Hr. Baldwin during the third month of the aeaaion of 1S40, not 
content with the declaration of ministera (all that had ever been made In 
England) introdoced certain reaolutions on the Bubje«t of reaponqbjo 
government, the reault was rather to secure the power of the monarchy 
than to advance the influence of the popniar principle, a* was evidently 
Intended. Tor while in the amended resolationa {written by Iiord 
Sydenham) the reaponsibility of ministers to the le^alatare waa notmon 
•zplimtty stated than it had been montba before by Heaars. Draper and 
Btnuoa, another resolation explicitly provides for the Governor's rw- 
pensibfllty to the imperial authority alone, had it not been fpr wbieb. It 1* 
olaar from Iha apbit of Mr. Kaka and ethar Torooto AMoefatioiilat*t the 
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Mpoosibilitj^ of tin ^nrnor to tfa« iiiip«ri(il snthorit]' wsuld hate boM 
MOUt«d in toto, and we wonld bare been fcirLher towwda the verfa of 
iBdependoDce titan we are now. Elad not the new idol of partj patronage 
and party policy been enebrined ai the preMdiog deity of reapoiulbte 
pivernment ; and had the littt couDsellora condncted tbemselTea towaiids 
Sit Cbarlea Hetcdre in the nme spiHt of liberality and jaatice tiiat cba* 
neteriaed tbeir proreraions nnder Sir Charlea Bagot, and marked tha ^Mrit 
and ]m>ceediDgB of UpperCanada reformera in regard to Lord Sydenhanit 
SirCbarlaa Metcalfe wootd aoon bave proved u great a beaetkctor toUpper 
Caaada aa ever Ijord SydeDham wna, and aa efficient a Mend to Lower 
Canada aa Sir Cbarlea Bagot ever was, and we would now be iD a happ3r 
and proaperooa atate inetead of baing oDuvaUed by agitatloaa and torn to 
piecea by partiea. Canada owes all ita evils to immoderate calinsela and 
extreme men, and all i(a Improvemanta t« modoate eounaela and moderal* 
nMii> and by moderat* men, I mean practical nini-~raen firm in plociplv 
<-^t in eoaaeel — provident and safe in exocntion. Thia aabjeet afforda 
materiala for an elaborate eaaay ; bat T can proceed no further than tbeee 
ftw raferencMi. It ia not ponible that Uie Hone Government can IM 
encouraged or antboriaed to recomniend inveatment or incnr reaponaibiltty 
eaacooant 1^ Canada, when thay see the chief persona in its govennnent 
•mpIoyiDg every means to render the conoextjon between it and England 
u ntHOinal as may be ; nor can they regard themselves aa very decently 
treated when they are never referred to by Canadian EUecntiva Couneillora 
except in some such insidious terms ae those contained in Mr. Baldwisfa 
&vourite fhngo—" dusty ^eWee of the colonial a^w" — a phraae that 
todlcatee distnut and hatred, and it calculated to prodnoa tiiem botli, vid 
Dot attachraent or respect for the Imperial OovarameDt 

And every man In Canada sboald mark the rftoeasst In the aentimeota 
and feelings of these party combinations and proceedinga. Little mote 
than a year ago, the late ConnBellors would advise fiA dwtribntion of the 
patronage of the crown without regard to sectional difibrencea " rel^gioaa 
W pt^tloJ." Now it mnat be demanded to be diatiibotad with special 
reference to these di&renees. A few years ago, Mr. Waekn and bb 
Mends woold bow to the decision of a high oommlsaloner even In ngtti 
to responelble government. Now, tJisy resist the Imperial autboiitj 
even when deciding on certain facta at which the conititntion oxpttmif 
mikea ft the judge. In January last, the chairman of the Toronto Aeae- 
datkm admits a two-fold responsibility on the part of tha OovmiaB 
Geoet^ to the Imperial aathority; in Much, all TesponsibilJty oo the 
part of the Governor General to the Imperial authority is denied under the 
anspkea of the Tiaonto Asaodation. It is tbos that Mackenzie's aaaoei- 
stfona advanced from step to step before 1 B87. It is thus that the pdn- 
W 
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dl^of one ymr &ra rejected tod trampled upon the foUoWiiTf jear ; 
Ud no mail befrinning aueh & coursa can tell when be will IftDd.- The 
authon of the French ravoiution set out with Boand principlM, bnl finjahect 
their career of partj combination and party tBtproTement witbont any 
principle*. The London Quarterly Rtxiem for March (article ' RevolD- 
tionary Tribunal') has theTallowing monitory remarkfl: "'Nobodygoee 
■a tit BB he who boowa nut where he is gmng.' HobeapierrQ and Marat's 
first steps in literature and io public life were by eswyg and apeecbes for 
the total ^olitbu of the puniahment of dealh : they became, within a 
few months, the most fearful proFessors of both the theory and praetiee of 
jodicial murder that ever decimated mankind. The first decree (in 17S9} 
that the National Assembly pasaed on the penal code, provided that 
capital paniahment should in no case bo followed by coofiscKtion of pro- 
perty. The first decree (in 1793) of the National ConventioD, on tb« 
same subject, was, that in every case confiscation should inexorably 
follow ; and it would be easy to shew that there was nol one of the salu- 
tary pdnciples of goTernmont advanced by the iD^slatOTs of 1789, which 
Was not hy the most cantradlctory energy trampled under the feet of th» 
kgislatora of 1799." 

5. Finalty, I Bubmit whether the people of Western Canada can da 
better in J34S, in regard both to tiie representation and the executive 
council, than they did in 1341 ? As firat minister of the crown in Canada, 
Lurd Sydenham avowed the principlea and objects of his adnunistratioo, 
and in her Majesty's nani^ aafced the people for their support. Tbey did 
not range themBelvea under the banners of Mr, Baldwin and of Ur. 
Draper ; bat elected members upon the ground of their supporting or 
opposing the avowed principles and policy of the Governor General ; and 
they selected the best representation that Upper Canada ever had. Let 
them do the eame again. Sir Charles Metcalfe is not less liberal than 
was Lord Sydenham ; nor is he less trust worthy. 

In a late reply "To the Pastors and Delegates of the Congregational 
Churches of Eastern Canada," hia Excellency said— "Being in princjpk 
an advocate for those blesBings [of civil and religious freedom] and 
opposed to the poliiical esaltation or , distinction of any church ovsr 
another, I aim at justice to all. I rely on those, to whatever denomina- 
tion tbey belong, who are loyal to the Qiieen, and attached to the mother 
country, and who seek the welfare of this colony as an integral portion 
' of the British Empire. 1 thank you for the assurance of your hearty 
support in every measure that may appear to you for the Divine glory, 
l^e pnhlic good, and the honoor of the Saviour, whom all Christians matt 
KCognise vid adore, as the flead of the Church. I do net desire support 
on othw conditions; and 1 shall not '>!vitfully sanction measures of an 
opposite character." 
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Sy ghhg Iioid Sjdenhun and the peraoos vIkhd he thought pnfm l« 
Nl«ct ft fiur and generouB trial, they obtftined reiponrible goveramaa^ 
good meunre^ and imp(»tRDt asBUtfttice ttora the Imperial Parliament 
— ^Jid a change in the penons of the adminatration when it was sabH- 
qnentlj deeired. Let them give Sir Charles UetcalTe and his adviseM 
the aame trial — judging bj measures — and they will escape the locks and 
thoala on which the conatittitional ship is like to founder, and leave the 
way open for any man or men to be employed in the eo'vice of the 
eoHDtry, vitbout reference to past diSerences. If Uie administration tliae 
jbrmed, and 2ranled---what the last admiriistration asked tex and w(S9 
■Uowad-^he common jualice ofa trial, should not redeem their proraues 
sad fulfil theeipeclatioiMortbeconntTy, they can at any time be changed 
liy a vote of the legislature. But a league or an attenipt to oppoae aa 
administration upon oiher grounds than its measures, baa always prored 
suicidal in Canada, however plausible the pretext, and is at variance with 
the very end aa well aa the first principles of civil government. An 
administration thus formed will not be eatabtisbed upon and incorpoiated 
by the party 'plunder articles ofleegue confederacy, hut upon its merils~- 
its honeflty-~>4ta justice— its efficiency to promote the general good ; of 
which every member of the legislature will be the independent watchman 
and the onbribed judge. It is thus that responsible government will have 
a fair field of successful experiment in a British colony ; that the prero- 
gative of the crown will be uniafringed by stipuiating demand or factioua 
ffombiDStloD, whilst its exercise will bo constitutionally checked and 
efficiently influenced on every side ; that the precipices and gulfs to the 
brink of which partyiaahnesaendparty cupidity have brougbt the country, 
will be escaped, and the current of sfikira will be restored to a safe and 
conatilutional channel ; that an open career will be afibrded to every 
public man to recovor from any errors of (be past into which he may have 
fallen, and advance according to his merits in the legitimate judgment of 
bis fellow subjects ; that the institulton and system of edacalion, from 
the provincial university down to the elementary bcIiddIb, will be extended 
to all clasEca without distinction and upon equal terms ; that tbe founda- 
tion will be laid — oa far as it can be laid by human eiTortE — on which to 
erect tbe structure of public prosperity and happiness, to remove the 
withering curse of political party associations, secret and open, and, by 
healing the wounds which divisions and colliaions have inflicted upon the 
«oantry, to restore its heelth, revive its energies, husband its resources of 
iatellect and wealth, and elevate its character. 

I believe there is a plain path of duty before the members of the legis' 
Isture and tbe people at large ; and I submit to every candid man in 
Westem Canada, whether the remedy which I have taken the liberty to 
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^ and the lijM «tiatj I hav* Ulen^Ud to auk oot, [■ not pofti- 
tbe T<MYmt« AMocwtioa remadj and mr-orj oTbcwtilitiM ngumt 
tha Imperial and locil govemmaBta and part; oolliaiona and proacriptioais 
anODgat tbair GaUow Bubjact* thiwtgboDt itia lanith and braadtb of 
tkala&dt 

I have writtan theae p^wra, aad I piopoae the qaecttton jaat atatad, 
«jth all Ita unmeaaurable weight of magnitude and importance) aa a moa 
Who baa no temporal ioterest whatever except incocamon with that of hfa 
nativa caoDlrj— the field of hia liTe'a labouTV—the aeat ofhia best aflbc- 
tioDB— the home of his earthly hopea ;— ^p to the pradent hour I have 
never received one fkrthin^ of its reveoDe. I know something of tha 
kinda and extent of the aacriflcea which are involved in mj thus comiiqf 
iwfbre the poblic. If others have resigned office, I have declined it, and 
tinder ciroomatancea veiy fki leas propitioos than those under which the 
late counaelloni stepped out. But datj in regard to fandamental 
prlndplea, has nothing to do with calcnlations as to personal profit or loaa> 
1 have no iatereat in the appotatment of any one man or set of men to 
offlce, or in the exdoaion of any other man or set of men from office. I 
know of bat one chief end of civil governnent— tiie public good ; and I 
have one rule of jadging the acts and sentimeota of all public 
men— .tfadr tendency to promote the public good. And my reply to tiia 
advocate of Eing'a College Council, on the University queatioti) evince* 
aj readiness to oppose Hr. Draper as we!l aa Hr. Baldwin, when any 
thing said or done by him is, in my judgment, after diligent research and 
•eriona reflection, dangerous to the public welfare, or inoooaistent with 
tht oonstitntional rights i^ any branch of tbe government, or portion 
Af tiie oommuoity. I am as independent of Meesra. Viger, Drapw 
and thiy, aa I am of Messrs. Baldwin, Sullivan and Hincks; and I wouM 
^tplv the aame rule of judgment to the sentimenta and acts of the former, 
at to those of the latter. Nay, I might appeal to more than one instane* 
in Wbioh the authority aqd patronsgo of a Oovereor did not prevent me 
flvm defending the constitutianal rights of my fellow-subjects and native 
country ; nor would it on this occasion, had I become convinced that the 
Governor was the invader instead of the defender of constitutional rights. 
¥he independent and impartial judgment which I myself endeavour to 
exerdae^ I deaire to see eKeioiEod by every man in Canada. I believe it 
eoRiports best with constitutional safety, with civil liberty, with personal 
dignity, with public doty, with national greatness. With the p^tiet of 
jMTty^-involving the confederacy, tha enslavement, the selfishoess, tha 
exduaion, the trickery, the aatipathios, the criminations of party— bo 
good man ought to be identified. I believe be cannot be so loi^ and b« 
a man of God. Thu to article uid resign himself, will »ooa eat up tha 
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nfiiit, iT not np tb« prinoiplM of hia bol; Cbrutiuitjr. Uppar Cuwda 
eontaiiM tb* wuniny moDuuBnti i^ ram; Nch moni ihipwrecki. Htj 
tbttj not be moltipliod ! With iii»potitie* nf irMienuMKt— (oTolviag ita 
abjeet% ita priociplei, ita baJancod powera, ita openliona— even agaiaat 
tbe oneroachmeDta of txrj puty— every Bnliah anbject bu much to do. 
Civil GovenmeDt, aa St. Paul uyi, " ia an ordinanca of Ood." Eveij 
Chriatita ovary Cbriatuui tninisteT— hta aomething to do witb aTHy 
« ordioBDce of God." He ia not to see it abueedf or trampM under foo^ 
or perverted to party or eectiooal purpoaea ; but ha ia to seek ita appllctf 
tion 'to the beneficent ends for which it was designed by oor common 
Creator and Governor, Such have been tbe enda for which the people 
^ Canada have long aought ita application ; guch have been the enda 
■ought by the Governor-General. By fU, therefore, that ia sacred and 
baporUntin those enda, I believe "re la thb dctt aiid thb nrrBKBBT 
or TUB Pbofle of Canada to HAiHTAin thosb viawa which tbbv'savb 
ALWAva paorEasBD, aitp wbicb Sir CBAai.Ba MsieAUE kab most 
BSPUCITI.T *XB ruu-T AVovrSD.'' 



APPENDIX. 
MB. BYEBSON'S DEFENCE OF HIMSELF. 

JVb. 1. — The late CmmBelhrs and the Wetleyan 
Methodist Church. 

To my defence of the Governor General against the attacka of the late 
Counaellora, I beg to add, in an Appendix, a few wordu in defence of 
Ayaelf againri the attacks which the organa of those Counaellora have 
nude upon myself— as much ingenuity haa been smployed to weaken my 
argnmenta by assailing roe. 

1. It baa been objected that as a. clergjiuan, I ought not to diacuia 
political qneaiiona. To the refetencea I have made in the foregoing dia- 
cnaaion and elaewbere, I will add two remarka. (1.) I have been here* 
tofore applauded for it by the very partiea who now object to it. (Z.) 
When 1 cocanlted a very eminent doctor of divinity in the Wesleyan 
Uathodiat connezion, in London, on the subject, previously to writing my 
lettera on the afiairs of tbe Canadaa in 1S36, he remarked, that whilat be 
deprecated any religlooa body having any connexion with secular paftj 
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politic*, he tbougbt that ■ tniniiter wlio bad bean endowed by hii Makar 
witb Uleota, and poMewed qualificatiotiH to discuas qaeatiouB of govem- 
mmt, waa rmpoiiBible to God for their ezerctM, ts well aa for any othot 
means of public uaefuloMB, when the general interests of his countrj 
demanded their use. The remark ao fuapplioB to mjeelfand the [ffesent 
occasion, as to indjce ■ aatiaractory conviction in mj own mtnd, lliat in 
uy preaent humble efibrt I am performing m; duty. And this is all I 
have to say on the subject. 

t. The partiianH of the Toronto Asaociation have endeavoured to 
make the WssLnrAN MnTaonisT Chuech a party to their proceeding! 
againit her Majeety'a goTernment and the Governor General. I had, 
and throughout the whole of ths preceding diBcuaiionH have, made no 
■llusion whatever to any church. I have written as a Briiiah subject, 
and as aueh I have addreaaed each man in Western Canada. But, not- 
wittutandiag all this, an attempt has been made to array the Methodists 
as a body against me. An appeal was first made to the Conference, and 
aince then to the members of tho Wesleyan Uetbodiit Choieh throughout 
the Province. Such politico-aectarian appeals are execrable ; and they 
impose upon me the painful necessity (for which I an not responsible] of 
stating the sort of grounds the late Counsellors have to demand the 
snpport of the Wesleyan Methodiata a> tuch, ( 1.) Aa to appointments 
to the legislative councIL A representation was mad?, between one and 
two years aince) that the Wealeyon Methodist Church waa entitied to a 
representation of at least two or three members in the legislative council; 
bat though an addition of several members has been mads to that 
honorable body, no member of the Wealeysn Methodist Church had 
been deemed worthy of a recommendation. (S.) Whilst a sprinkLng of 
Wesleyan Methodist magistrates has been granted in some places an 
extraordinary excluaion'nl will not say gross partiality — has occdrred in 
other placea, I have been advised on good authority of the following 
&ctB in Victoria Diatrict ; Mr. Baldwin waa twice a candidate there. In 
the first instance, he waa entertained and zealously supported by a 
Wesleyan Methodist magistrate. That mugistrate declined doing either 
in the second instance. In both instances, it bapjiened, that scaicely any 
members of the Wesleyan Methodist Church voted for Mr. Baldwin. 
Shortly after the second election a new commtssian of the peace was 
issued, and the name of the Wesleyan Methodist magiatrate referred to 
was omitted, and not a member of the Wesleyan Methodist Church was 
appointed, whilst quite a number were appointed belonging to a hostile 
seceding party, and some who were appointed were noted only for the 
most oltr* partyism and ignorance even of writing (t believe) their own 
names. Bat a non-wiiting man of the party was preferable to anjr 
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msmber of the Weile jan Methodirt Cbui^h not of the ptrty, m « juatics 
of the pncei The odI; Wetilejui DiKgistntee in that district were 
appointed during the reign of the "Compact" partj, (9.) A*ot anwMier 
t,f a« WuUyan. JUethodUt CkuriA Arougkma the lengA and breadth of 
Ae Protinee hat been appointed to any rilwUion whatever of pntfit or 
molnment under the regime of the late Covniellari. The hnDtaraan gives 
s portion of the pre; even to his dog, na well ss applauds him for hia 
■ervicea. The late Couosellors aeemed to hate conaidered amilee aod 
worda quite good enough for Methodist doga, and that the ttibilatitiaU 
ahoold be reaerved for their bsttara-^or tlie tme part]' men, such aa 
CaoKWRLL waa apeclallj corefal to appuiot to all vacant offices (aod 
many were made Tacaat], tvhen he was preparioff the waj to aupremacy 
upon the subveraionor (he throne, and the aniiihiiation of the Hoiue of 
Iiordi, and the Iranerormation of tha Houae of Commona for " party 
pnrpoaes." (4.) Though the Wealeyao Conference of laat June a year 
brooght, by a long and explicit address, under the consideration of the 
goveroiDeDt the unaatiafactory atate and the ffreat injuatica done to tbe 
Wealeyan body, from the preaent poailion of the Clergy Reaerre quefl- 
tion ; yet no proceeding on the eubjoct was eier beard of, whilat the 
remaining pracoeda of the aalea of those lands were being deToured by 
management. (5.) The Wealeyan Conference at the same timerepre- 
■ented in another addreas, and by aubaequent aa well as previona comma- 
nicationo, the editcatioiial intereats and claims of the Wealeyan Methodirt 
Church — that whilst each of three other reljgioaa bodies received nearly 
two thousand a year even for religious purposes — 4wo of them more than 
two thousand pounda each, and one of them more than ten Ihoosand 
pounds per annum from public sources, the Wealeyan Melbodiat Church 
received not a futbing for religious purposes, and only five hundred 
poanda per annum for purposes of education ; that the government was 
bound in common fairneea to increase that educational grant to at leart 
a thousand pounda per annum. But tha late Counaellors thought it not 
a "case of adequate importance" to require their advice or oven notice. 
They could very well nnderatond that their own aervicea were of "ade- 
qnale importance" to entitle them each to a thousand pounds per annam, 
and some of them to a good deal more ; but they had no arithmetic by 
tiie rales of which they could reckon the entire educational laboura and 
jntereata of the whole Wealeyan Methodist Church of any Importance 
beyond the pittance of five hundred pounda a year — oo coneiderationa of 
" adequate importance" — do principles of equal justice or public patnotism 
— BO capacity to conceive how the sum total of the laboura of tha entire 
Wealeyan body was equal in value to the sayinga aod doinga of one-oC 
tbemaelve*— though the mattw was urged npon them with ail poaaible 
efcrneitiiwfcanAiiBtwrtwwty. When neb was their Mlimate of Uw«Iuim 
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ud iBtarMti of the whole Wealejan body, ia it nirpriatiir thkt oild 
WaslBjrui Bhoold tfaiak that their lenfces for thmt body were not of mcb 
" adequate importance* aa to entitle tbem to any peculiar iqi^mhI fton 'A, 
M to gag bim on the subject of their public policy. (6.) Nor is ttiie all. 
A more important fact remiine to be Btated> A qaeetion of great peco- 
■iaiT importaaee has for several years been litigated between tb« Wee- 
lejan Committee ta London and the Wesleyan Conference In Cuiada. 
Tbe advocate of the Wesleyan Conference received iotimatbn aa early 
aa December, 1342, that Sir Charlea Bigot's illaeea disabled him at teat 
time from inveetigating the papera which bad been aubmitted to him. At 
that time It waa intunated by one of the late Counerilors, that If the 
advocate of the Wealeyan Cuatereaee would obtain the Governor Gene- 
tal'a conemt to refer tiie papera on both aides of the qseetion to Ua 
oonneil^ tbey wonld examine them and r^H»t their opinion and recM»- 
mendationa tiiereon for the conaidwation of Ibe Imperial govemmeiit. 
Hw eoMent of the Gkvemor General waa obtained, and the p^iera 
mnained in tbe poasesalon of the conncil until after his death ; but irfter 
all, they never thoaght the qaeetion of " adequate importance'' to engage 
tbeir attention or call for their advice. An order from home at Ingth 
directed the withdiaml of the papera ; and thus the ntatter dropped. 
Had "party pnrptm^' been involved, they would donbtleai have con- 
Bidered tbe matter oi "adequate importance" to demand the right of 
giving advice ; but aa it was only a question of law and equity efficting a 
l«^e non-political i^igious body, tiiey did not conaider it of "adequate 
importance" to eaercise th«T right of giving advice upon it, when it was 
referred to tbera ! And in the University Bill itself, the Wealeyan 
Hetbodiet Cburch waa made the ■acfiflce— the ase of burden — for otbwa. 
Tbe Wll added to the educational resoDrces of tbe Wealeyan Methodist 
Qinrch not one farthing, but took away its univeraity charter. This the 
Victoria G<^lege Board atated at length ; but inetead oF offering opposf- 
tim to tbe bill whose general objects were important, submitted tiie 
drcnmstBDees and claims of the church on the subject to the juat and 
boAoraUe consideration of tbe government. Whether tbe late Counsel- 
Ion ever thought tiioee drcnmstaoce* or claima of "adequate impcnrtanet^ 
to engage tbeir attention, I have, of couree, no means of knowiD|f. It is 
peifectiy clear, however, in addition to the six facta I have mMtioned, 
that whilst Uiree religious bodies in Western Canada have for many years 
r eceived upwarda at fiJUtn timnuand ponnda b year from public source^ 
tbe hta Counaellois did not regard the Wesleyon Hstfaodist Cburch of 
"adequate importance" to deserve a recommeadation to coirninm evan 
■ tamperary aaaistuice for four years (f more tban Jbit kwutred ponnds a 
jtar. ] may therefore weU say, in tbe language of a letter addressed to 
Be BMiiy moMbs age by a leading raembet of our chorch, that *■ It fa car- 
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tain there never was &n adraiaJBt ration in Csnada whioh Fins done less tat 
tke Watls/an Uethodist Cburcb than tbe Baldwin admiaiitntian." 

TbsM fKita were frequently and oarneatly conversed upon by prominent 
miBialMs and membera of the Wealeyaa Chnrch lon^ before the lata 
reBtgnation took place ; but we determiDsd not to bring them before the 
pnblic, to regurd the admiaistration in respect to its general meaanres, 
ttnd to make private coDiniunications respecting our own rights aad inte- 
rests I and tbit sucb communications were made again and again, in the 
Btrongesl language, the late Counsellors well know. But as strong and 
sa astonishing es these facts are, I have not so much as hinted at them 
from the beginniDg to the end of the foregoing discussion. Nor did I 
intend to do so. But the organs of the late Counsellors have sought ta 
convert tbe Wesleyan Methodist Church into a political party for their 
snpport. They have thrown down tJie gauntlet ; and I hesitate not to 
take ap ; and let the entire respoosihility and consequence be with them' 
aelves. They seem to regard the Wesleyan Methodists as very good 
political " tools" at the time of a general election — very good hewers of 
woodland drawers of water in such an emergency— but of very ta- 
<' adequate importance" when the claims of "equal justice to all classes" 
come to be balanced in the administration and policy of the government. 
The Wesleyan Methodists and christian men generally are not consli luted 
or qualified to make very good farty men ; hence ihey generally come 
nut minus in regard to tbe patronage of a party policy government. 
They are first to be merely corporals or privates in the "Legion" of party; 
to the /earffra belong the "spoi/a of the enemy," The Wesleyans may 
indeed receive the patronage of ofiice as captains or sergeants of election 
hands ; but then tbe emoluments of those offices are, the acquisition of a 
pttrty master, and their honour is, the privilege of "wearing his IiVerjr." 



No. 2. — Mr. Ryerson's alleged " inconsistency" in 
defending the different Members of the Constitution. 



The constitution of Canada may be considered as consisting o? /our 
members. The Crown— the Legislative Council — the House of Assem- 
bly— the coloniol connexion with the mother connlry. Each branch of it 
I have always regarded as inviolable, while every British subject in 
Canada was entitled to tho eqjal benefits of its administration. Each 
branch has been successively attacked in Canada ; each branch I have in 
turn defended. 1 will nut now enter into a detail of particulars; I merely 
state the general fact. I could not argue upua each of theno subjects 
upon the same grounds ; 1 have therefore been charged ad nauseam with 
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hieoiMutencj. All I Bball m; in selF-defence u contaiaod in tlie fotfoW-' 
iD|f extnct from Hr, Bqikb's " Appeal from tt« new totktold fmgt," 
iareplj to rimilu' clurf^ prefarred •giiiut hioi. Jo reference to mywlf 
I migtrt ityle thie extract m "Appeal fronr tlA new to tbe'old RtfanaonJ' 
Ur. Bnike wji— 

"In the cue of anj mu who tud written loniethiDf, and ipoluu 
a great deal) upon very miiKirMioas matter, durinff upwards at twenty- 
fiva yean public Betriee, and in as great a variety of important event* tm, 
perhaps^ hare ever happened in the same Dambsr of yean, it would appaw 
a little hard, in order to charge such a mao with incoDaisteDcyi to eea 
collected a eort of digest of hia sayings, even to auch aa were mer^ 
■portive and jocular. This digeet, however, bu been mad% with eqnal 
pains and partiality, and without bringing oat those passages of hie wHt- 
inga which might tend to shew with what restrictioDa any expressions^ 
quoted Rrmx bin^ ought to have been understood, 

" He who thioks that the British eanstitucion ought to coDsiat of tha 
three membera, of three very diSereot natures, of which it docs actually 
consiat, and tbinks it his duty to preserve each of those membera in its 
proper pCace, and with its proportion of power, nnist (as each shall happen 
to be attacked) vindicate the several parts on the three several principles 
peculiarly belonging to tliem. He cannot support the deoiocratic part on 
the principles on whicn the monarchy is supported^ nor can be support the 
monarchy on the principles of democracy ; nor can he maintain aristc* 
cracy on the grounds of the one or the other, or both. All these he most 
support on grounds that are totally diiTerent, thoogh practically they may 
be> and happily with us they are, brought into ooe harmoniona body. A 
man could not be consistent in defending such various, and, at first view, 
discordant parts of a mixed constitution, without that sort of inconais* 
tency with which Mr. Burke stands charged. 

"As any one of the great membera of this conatitution happens t» be 
•ndangend', he (hat is a friend to alt of them chooses and presses the 
toptcB DscesiHy for the support of tho part attacked, with all the str«igtli, 
the eamestneaa, the vehemence, with all the power of stating, of arga- 
ineat, and of colouring, which he happens to possess^ and which the case 
demanda. He ia not to embarrass the minds of hts hearera [or readersj, 
or to encumber or overlay his speech [or essay], by bringing into view at 
once, as if he were reading an academic lecture, all that may and ou|^t^ 
when a just occmIod presents itself, to be said in favour of the oiber 
members. At that time they are out of court ; there ia no quealion cm- 
eeniing them. Whilst he opposes bis defence to tho pirt where tha 
attack is made, he presumes, that for the just righta of all the rest, be 
baa credit in every candid mind. Ue ought not to apprehend, (bat bis 
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Miikiif fencai about popolu privilfgM tbin i»j, will inTer that ha ought, 
on tb* DOtt, to concni' with thou who would puU down tho throna ; 
toeaon on Ota next bs d^endj the throng it ooght not to bQ Huppoaed 
that he ha« abandooed the rights of the people. If the principlea of a 
mized coDBtitution be admitted, Mr. Burke wonta no more to juatifj to 
oonaiatency everj thing he haa aaid and done daring; the conrae of'a 
political life Just toucbiog to ita doaa." 



JVb. 3. — Mr. Ryerson's alleged incointiitency in retpect . 
to the Constitution, Party, Party Spirit, and 
Party Policy Government. 

{The Bztracta which are coDtained ja thia and in ths following onmban 
•f thia Appendix, were written and publiahed at a linte when my writinga 
woe much approved of by Reformera, and not approTod of by their oppo- 
Konlf — when Mr. Baldwin was in private life. ThefoUowing extract ia 
part of my editorial proapeclua on reaumltig the editorahip of the Gaardia* 
in 1B98. Every reader can judge whether it doea not agree throughout 
on the pointa referred in the above heading wiih my whole doctrine in 
defence of the Governor General, and strongly confirm the argument oT 
my ninth number on the aubject of party icconaiatency and injuatice.] 
From the Chritliaa Guardian, July 11, 1838. 

" To the very nataral and important inquiry in relation to civil Amnta, 
'do you intend to he neutral? I answer no, I do not ; and for thia aimple 
veaaon, I am a man, am a British subject, am a professing CbriatiaD, and 
repreaent a British community. At one period of Greece, Solon enacted 
a law inflicting capital punishment upon oil nenters. The preaent ia % 
period in the affairs of this Province in which no man of intelligence or 
consideration can be safely or justifiably neutral. The foundation of our 
government is being laid anew — the future charactar, and Telationa and 
destinies of the country are involved in pending deliberations — the last 
whiapar of rebellion is to be silenced in the land. My decision, however, 
in not one of parly, but of priiciple — not one otpatgiaii, but of conme&m 
■>40t one of partial protcriptian, but of eguilabU comprehentiveneMt. To 
bo explicit as well as brief. I ani opposed to the introduction of any new 
and untried theories of government. Aa the organ of the Methodiat 
Church, I assume that the doctrinei and diaeipline of that cburch ore tras 
and right. I take them far granted as far as the members of that church 
are concerned, and expound and recommend, and act upon them accord* 
in^ly. Bo in civil afiaira. I oasume that thia country ia to ramtin a 
portion of the Brltjah Umpire, and view every m»uure, not in referenco 
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te every or any abstract political theory, however plansible that ibaaty 
may be, but in reference to the well being- of the country in connezion 
vith Qreat Biitnin. Aa m church nSkirs, I take my stand upon th9 
constitatJOQ of the church, in its doctrines and rules as eiponnded by its 
Athers and ablest theologians, and iliuatrated by general usage ; ao in 
«lvil afikirB, I take my aland upon the established coDStitution of the 
country, aa expounded by royal daapalches, and illuatrated by the DWgO 
of the British Parliament, British courts of justice, and the common law 
of England. Nothing more is wanted to render this Province happy and 
proaperoUB, than the practical and efficient application to every dfp»rtJHe»t 
of oar government, and to our lekale lytlem of logislation, of the princi^ 
pies and inGlructions laid. down in the despatch of the Earl of Ripoi^ 
addrewed to Sir John Colbiirne, dated 3tb November, 1S32, and the 
deapatchofLordGlenelg, addressed to 9ir F. Head, dated lithDecember, 
]>35. In the application of these great and admilted [ninciples to th« 
government of this Provinc?, I repudiate party tpiril — parly inierei(^-> 
party pretention*. Party tpirit hai been tke baits and curat of ttta 
country /or many yean. It kat neither eyet, uor ears — nor prmc^pl^ 
worreaton. Itipatriotam iapeslUenee, and both ite loyally aitd Uberatitji 
are alike a *banej^ domination.' In illustration, I advert to two circuta- 
ataneea, which will likewise afford me the opportunity of reminding the 
public of some instructive facts. A few years ago, becoming convinced 
that a certain member of the British Parliament [Mr. Hums] (who had 
bean much looked up to in this Province, by myself as well as others) 
Entertained views incompatible with our colonial relations to the mother 
country, and also that certain individuals among us were beginning to 
put forth sentiments and to excite a spirit of arevolutionary character — I 
gave intimation flrat of the former, afterwards of the latter. What did 
party spirit do I It combined eleven presses for my overthrow in a single 
week* — the rest 1 need not repeat, IL was in vain that I distinguished 
between priaciplee and men — in vain that T adduced the advocacy and 
associations of my public life— in vain that I contemporaneously laid 
before the public my then recent coireapondence with the Colonial office, 
dn presenting a petition there to be laid at the foot of the throne, aignad 
by some £0)000 inhahitanta of this Province, in favour of the appropriation 
of the Clergy Reaervea to the purposes of education — in vain that that 
correspondence contained what was deemed by all who read Jt the moat 
satisfactory exposition of that great question that I had ever written-— 
in vain that in thai very correspondence the evils of what I termed in my 
tetter to Ur, Under Secretary Hay, dated 20tb July, 1B39, "a famitf 

• Fin <ul at (h« ejeieu 'Eilum here icfeired to were impUcBled ui the relidlioii and ioiudiSa 
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efllnpscf in the Exccntite of Uris Prorincei were painted out— all thia 
ma blown avny bj tbe whirlwind of part; spirit, ea dust before the blast 
of the bnTricane, and I was posted from Sandwich to the Ottawa MS 
' traiter,' a ■ birelin^,' as ' bribed' and eelf-sold to the high church, be. 
tao. Ita. That party elander lias died a naturaJ death— ita originatora 
■nd its moat active abettors are fugitives (I forgive them with all mf 
baart), and many others have personallj aad otherwise acknowledged mo 
as their benefactor, in ihua timely warning them to aroid a rain into 
which others have plunged. 

"Such waa the liberalitj and patriotianii'and justice of jwrtj apirit on 
the one side ! Well, a few months ago, I became convinced that an 
indltidlial [Hr, Bidwell} (with whom I waa knowa (o differ on some grave 
questionB of local government) had been removed fi-om tbia Province 
nnder circumstances involving the honour of the British crown and the 
sacred rights of British subjects. I privately communicated the facts to 
the proper quarter for consideration. A few weeks al^er, a totally false 
(in my judgment) version of the afikir made its appearance in the public 
printa, I then determineiJ publicly to reply, by publishing what I believed 
to be a true statement of the case. What was the result ? Party tpirit 
appeared again in its true character. It waa in vain that I pointed to tha 
di^rsDce between fact* and priacipltt — between the righu and opiiuona 
of an individual — in vain that I disapproved of the latter, while I held the 
Jornur as the dearest earthly birthright of every British subject. I would 
not view with party eyea certain facts and circumstances. I waa there- 
fore proscribed at once aa only fit for impriaonmont and exile ! In vain 
that I could refer to the example and instrucliona of a venerable father, 
who fought tnat year$ and bled, to preserve the old colonies, now tbo 
United Statee, to Great Britain ; who has faithfully discharged the dutiea 
of different offices under the British government from that time to this, 
vho with his sons and nephews, as the heart of one man, rallied to the 
defence of this Province against foreign invasion and domestic traitor^ 
during the lata war with the United States — in vain that I could appeal 
to the testimonies of Mr. Attorney General Hagerman himself, and other 
persons high in office, as to the influence which they themselves have 
affirmed my publications (published and circulated in thousands by the 
Constitutional Society) exerted, in IS36, in returning a conatitutional 
assembly— 4n vain that a very dear brolher and myEslf had been selected 
aa victims of bloody revenge by the rebels in theeveo't of success — in vain 
that I could appeal to all the intercourEe of my public and private life— 
thia waa all nothing in the eyes and judgment of party spirit, which baa 
denounce d_ me in every form of phraseology aa a 'hypocrite,' a 'rebel,' 
a 'traitor;' yea, aa having been 'deeply died in the late infamom 
£oiupiracy,' 
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^Snch Is the libsralit]ruid pfttriotwrn mnd justice of psity ■(nnt m tlw 
•fktr side ! How dMihite of)ummu;efputiet, of truth, of eotmtanejfi 
U party wpirit ! How vorAlut it parly popularity ! How dangenm* 
it party attodation ! How many piout manbert of At dturA hat it- 
Itmteltled, tutd prejudiced, and rmTied of late years 1 And it hat do tbx 
SANB AOAin. How unprincipled and unjmt hat a party gonermneni eotr- 
been, ukenever and wherever it hoe exitled ! And h>u> wt^rineipled and 
w^tut muft it ever be /" 

JVo. 4. — Mr. Ryerson'z alleged Inconsistency, in 
formerly Opposing, and afterwards Supporting 
Re^xmtihle Qovemment. 

Mr. HuTcxs, in his Pilot neivspaper, has selected cortoiu isolated 
{lungea iTom mj London letters on Canadian afioirs, written 1 838, to 
prove that I hare slwaja been an enemy of responsible guTemment, 
Were I disposed, I could adduce demonatrtitive evidence to prove thst 
Mr. Hincka knew that his statement was unfaunded when he made it. I 
will, however, adduce a kind of proor, mare practical, and more inlerestfai; 
and inatnictive to the public, although not less agreeable to Mr, Uiacks 
and some of his partj. I will shew lekattort of retponrible government 
they formerly advocated, which I opposed. And here I will observe, that 
ever vince Mackenzie returned from England, in 13S3, there have been 
growing up in Canada, two aections or classes of Itfformer$ — the one 
Conitilulaial, the other i^ftnoerotii: Reformers; hut the line of distinction 
was never drawn between them until the rebellion of 1837 — yet the 
sentiments were put forth and advocated long before that period. After 
the Union of the Canadas, theae two sectiond or classes of Reformers 
became blended into one body ; but etill the animiu of the two seclioiu 
or classes remains. In 1BS7, the ConititutioTuil Reformers were loyal ; 
the Denweratic Reformers rebelled. In 184(J — i, the Democratic 
ReToruiera in Upper Canada, excited bj Mr. Hincks, opposed Lord 
Sydenham ; the Constitutional Reformers supported him. During the 
early pait of the BBldwin adminifitration, I believe Mr. Baldwin listened 
to the opiniODS, and acted according to the counsels of Constitutional 
Reformers ; afterwards, I believe he veered to the councils of the Demo- 
erotic Reformers, and at length fully adopted them. The Conttilutional 
Reformers always advocated conciliation, and a government of equal 
justice, in patronage and measurea ; the Vemecratic Refonners have been 
the sticklers for party patronage, party measures, party vengeance on their 
opponents. The former have always respected the prerogative of the 
Crown, as well as the right of the subject ; the latter have always been 
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MeMng to wwkon, and virtuallr to aanihilate the prerogative. Thff 
fiwraer are what I have defined in the latter part of the ath number to bv 
nuderate moD— the latter, extreme men. I conid addace praofi and illu- 
tratioDa by doaana in enpport of these lemarka. I will adduce but one, 
Ud that ia the extract which followa — which wu oripnaUy written in 
leplf to the ^uAee Gautte, who thought it not consistent for the Editor 
ofthe G»antitu\ and olhei ConBLitutiooal Reformera, to appiore of Lord 
Snrham'a Report on Reaponsible Government : 

From the CKriafion Quardian, June S, 183B. 
"The question ariaes, what kind of respooBible government was advo- 
cated in both the CanadBS in 1335 — 6, and what kind of reiponsible 
government does Lord Doiham recommend 1 Everj man the leeat 
acquainted with acieoce, theology, or general hjetory, knows how many 
errors and diapates have arisen from the ambiguooa use of words ; every 
■nan the least acquainted with language, knows that the same words are 
wed in rory di^rent aensea, in different agea and countries, and by difihr- 
•Dt sects and parties in the same age and country, and of^n by the same 
Indindual on difihrenl occasions. It ie true a party in both the Canadas 
advocated 'responsible government' in 1S9S and 1836; it is also true 
that Lord Durham has reconiinended 'responsible government' in 18SB; 
bot it is likewise equally true, that there is as much difference between 
the 'reeponaible government' advocated by Machouzie and bis aaaoclatea 
in 1835 — 6, and Lord Durham's ■responsible government,' aa there W 
between an independent democratic Republic, and a subordioaie Limited 
Uonarcby. If the Quebre Gazette will turn to the third letter on the 
afiUrs of the Canadas, published by 'A Canadian,' in London, in 1886» 
he will find the ebjecU of the parties wboae dewgna he opposes, stated— 
tout elated in their oion teorde. We will quote a passage or two. The 
following are some of the articles oT the constitution of the Canadiaa 
Alliance Aesociation, establlBhed in the Cily of Toronto, December 9, 
IS34, the principles and objects of which were never disavowed by 
Hackenue and his supportera, although they modified their mode of 
proceeding ; 

"'1, A responsible representative system of government, and the 
abolition ofthe Legislative Council, the members of which are nominated 
fw life by the Colonial Qovernors. 

'■'Z. A written Constitution for Upper Canada, embodying and doclai 
ring the original principles of the Government. 

" ' a. The abotitlon of the law of prtmogenitare. 

" ' 4. The control of the whole Public Revenue by (he representattm 
of the people. 



.,^,oo.^lc 



,176 

" ■ 9. To oi^KHM ill undue interference hj the Coloniil Office, TreHHrff 
or Hom-Guardt, ia tbe doioeatic silkirB oT the eoionista. 

"'6. The extinction of hII rnoDopolizing Land Conipaniea. 

"■7. The vote bj ballot id Ihe electloti of repreaeotatLves, iJdernlCO, 
justices of the pence, iu:, 

" ' Mr, W, L. Mackenzie, M. P. P., Corresponding Secretary for Ibe 
society aad all its branches. 

'"Mr. Joseph Hume, M. P., and Mr. John Arthur Roebuck, H. P., 
Agents in London. 

» < Mr. E. B. Callaghan, M. P. P., (Editor of the Montreal VitMeator 
newspaper,) in Montreal. 

"'Clerk of the Hoiiae of Aaeemblj of Lower Canada, A^ent in 
Quebec.'* 

"Mr. Roebuck, one of the agents of the association from vhose consti- 
tution we have extracted the above articles, vrote a letter to Mr. 
Fapineau, late Speaker of the Lower Canada House of ABserablj, in May, 
ISSSi from which we quote the following words : 

'"The o^at yea have in view, Is to fraiae % govminient in 
MCOrdance with the faelinga and wants of the people. Id Jlmerie*, no 
goraroment can unite these conditions but one that is purely Deaueralie,' 

" Oa November 14, 1835, Mr. Paplneaa made a speech in the House of 
Assembly, in the report of which we find the following words ; 

" ■ The people of this Province were now preparing tfaemsrives for ■ 
future itate oT ezialence, which he (Mr. P.) trusted would be neitheT ft 

From the Christian Ouardian, June 5, 1S39. 
* " In the letters of < A Canadian,' it was stated that such were not the 
of the people, nor of the majority of the ' Reformers ' of Upper 



Canada ; but they were the avowed and unretracted si 
tunt itetioa of the Reformers, and, unfortunately, not disowned by the others. 
Mackenzie was admitled not merely as a paaaenger, but as an officer on beard 
the ship ol Reform, which was left ia a great degree to his oontrtd. The 
eoBSeqaenoe of which was, that, tuiilertakiog to run down the noble ship of 
Methodism, u well as the ' Viieu ' of high ultiaisui, the ' Reform ' veMel m* 
met by a gaJe of Public Opinion, and atraxided upon the reef of Presumption 
and Extravagance, and about Biiteen months afterwards, was wrecked upon 
the rocks of Conspiracy, Lawlessness and Madneas, in the " Hell-Gate " of 
Rebellian, to the deBtniction of the crew, the ruin of many innocent paiMn- 
KBis, and to the gieat reproach and injury of all who had, in any way, been 
drawn to embark their charactsr and interests on board irf sock a craft, and 
under auch management." 
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IT SO Aristocrac J . He hopM ProvLdrace had not JH vJBW for 
his country a feature ho duk, u that it should be tti« A«uw of plutin^ 
IteyaUg in Americ*) near a country so gnud h the United Ststea, H« 
hoped, for the future, America would give Republiu to Europe.' 

*> ' Such trai the ' rtapoonMe gav^mment * adrocAted by certain pvtiM 
in tii9<!tuiadu itt 1S34-5-S. The abolition of one branch of the iBgisla- 
ture— >the entire control of all Crown revenuea and Ctaiio Lands— Uis 
pomi Invested in the focal le^Blatare of judging how fkr, or if lU all, 
eithe* the 'Colonial Office,' the 'Treaaury,' or Board of Trade, or 'Hon* 
Gnarda ' or Commander of the Forces, should have an jthiog to say or A> 
isiUpeot to dM Canados; an3 sandry otber thingsmrttngnpa 'govern' 
mMt purely democratic.' Now, tuck a 'raaponsiUe government' iti 
oppoeed ; and no otbvt ' recponsibie government ' was ever proposed iti 
Upper Cuiada, avowtdiy liueHUuigleii Jrem the dbot>e otjeett, etwpt Ar 
fra*»t on* of At Barl^ i>*rAam. Now, does Lord Doriiam propoao 
'agoranmentpareiy demooraticf No! Does h« prapose toaholMt 
eOQ bruicb of the Government % No ! Does be propose that ettr 
ralttioiie with femign countries, or om mtlfcary affldis, or Die Croim 
loadBi or Crown revetaues be placed uMer die eonttol of tiie previw^ 
togialatnre 1 No !~-4ie pra^aaes to plane them esoliutvely jn tlM band* 
of the Imperial Parliament. What does Hla Levd^p propoM, tbABT 
Lord Darham, exoept in the oaae of the Union of the Canodaa, pt<^Mies 
not theeUontitHi of a siuglo letter of Um mt^rfi^ied wMMtitalioa ; be 
propoMS Mlbing more ac leas^.than tiut tb* peo^e of Uppet Canada, 
witttia tba dafiaedaod seouMd limits <^ lood Isgisiatioii and govfrnmHrtf 
abonld be gttvemed, oa in fiiylaBd, by the men as well as institatJonB of 
tbe^ohoioe. 

« Hshee the QikAm OaatUe, mA all others whom it may concern, will 
Mtfiad it difficult to understand, how the Gdltor of tbe ffuanflanand , 
thoaunds of the stannchest constitutionalists, codd oppose the ' respoD- 
alble govemmeDt' of Messrs. Mackemde, Paplneau and tfatir assocfatea, 
in 1SS9 and ISSe, and can, Without any change df political pnoeipleS, 
advocate Lord Durham's ' responsible government ' in ISSS." 

" On our own account, 've should not have thought it worth iritila t0> 
occupy half the space we have devoted to this subject ; but as wa believe 
the prepondenting portion of lbs people of Upper Canada, like ourarives, 
have supported the constitution — are still sui^rtars of it— yet baliev* 
the vital principle of responatbihty to be essential to our political, commar- 
eial, and social recsuacitation, and future bealthTolneas, we have thought 
the forgoing espooition necessary, and believe it will be highly acceptable 
to the nwM of our reader*. For the further eluddation of ll»8 important 
T 
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■nbjwt, wa rafor the ratder to Hr. Htrritt'a ■ ipvedi, on the lut pi(* of 
this dftj*! GMirrfuM. 

"We view "mapotMJMegoremnMDt" MDaqneation ofpartf, botu 
an sHeatisl eoroer-atoDa of ft future stable and woll-proportion«d dvH 
■tracUir* in thia Pronnce. Wa formed no 'new aaafocUtos' in tin 
advocacy of ttiii priocipls ; w« pobliBbed copiona eztracta from, and 
W^Kened oar opinion of the marita of Lord Dnrhtm'* Report, four daja 
•ariiar than inj other editor in Upper Canada, and withont the knoiriedga 
of vriiat would be the expreiwd Mntimenta on it ctf any pnblic man is 
Ibe Province." 

Rbx UE» OK THB ABovi Bxn:ACT>.— ThoB did I write u Jane, IIM. 
The public can judga hov much reliance ought to be placed on Hr. 
Uinoka' atatementa, when with the knowledge of thaaoi and many rimilar 
faotiV bB deelaiea in bia paper that I have always been an enemy to 
roaponsiblft government, Hr. Hincks bimielf borrowed my Londcoi 
papw containing Lord Durham's Report^ in order to make extracts ibr his 
own paper, and knew what I wrote fVom time to tiuM on the subject as 
Iwg aa I was coonected with the preaa. I envy not the fadings of tba 
man who can thus violate the firtt principle rf moral obligation toaoeom- 
plish a party purpose. It is thus that partjpm soon riHdcaa the very 
foundatioD cJ Christian tnorab. 

From the above extracts, it is clear as the bght^ that there has bean tot 
many years a large demoentU party in the Canadas. 'niey eoold not gal, 
as Hr. Roebuck called it, " a govemaent purely democratic f and the; 
BOW seek to administer a monarchical government on purely demoeiatie 
prindplea. Hence the present " antagonism ;" the old antagoidsm oBdar 
a new form— Democracy against Uoaarchy. They are diwatisfad with 
responsible government itself, unless they can have it on principles " pardy 
democratic" Constitutional Reformers ^onld be cautious how thaj 
bocsuie again merged into the ranks of the Democratic Rrformers— those 
whom Hr. Roebuck terms "Democrats" — the class whom he oasd ta 
represent, the clsss whom he still represeota. The Democtatic ReTixiMta 
always disgraced and retarded the caoae of Refonu. 
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N4>. 6. — Charaoterittic* of an fAU Chvemor wnd 
WsnuUr, at laid doum by Mr. Ryerton in tht 
Chrittian Owardian, January 8, 1840. Originally 
selected from " An Estimate of the Manners and 
Principles of the Times." 

1. He will not 011I7 h>*a hoD««t iDtentiana of miod, bat wisdom to plan 
iad coun^a to oxocnte. 

i. He will reptfd t&e intereit of the pnoce and people, u uuepanblf 
and invariebl; united. 

8. He will eodearoar to dettrof part; distttictionB ; and to unite all 
men, la aapport of the coronion and national welfare. 

4. In conieqaence of (his he will be hated bj the corrupt pairt oT the 
Ungdom, high ami low ; becanae Dieir expectation! and adnntage can 
only arise horn those distinctioas and that influence which he laboun to 
abolish, 

5. The honest and unprejudiced part of the nation will adoie him for 
the contrai; reason. 

e. Ha will be raaiarkable, rather for bif knowledge in the great princi- 
ples of wisdom and virtue, tbu the oblique wajrs and mysteries tf seHWi 



7. He inaj be displaced once, or tsore than once, bj the power of 
fiwIioQ ; but the united voice of an uncorrnpt people will restore him ta 
the favonr of the Sovereign, especiallj in the time of danger. And thft 
flftener he is east down bj corrupt power, the deeper root will he take in 
the aSbctiona of the Prince and people, and rise and flouriah with renewed 
vifonr. 

8. He will be distinguished hj his regard to religion, honour, and his 
conntrj. , 

8. If his measures aie not always clear to the people in thur nttrnt, 
tbej vrill alwajs be so in their cnib. 

10. As a natunl and happy consequence of this conduct, should bo 
happoi either to err in dmgn, or fail in execution, an uncorrupt people 
will still eesjUe in him. They will coDtioue to repose in his general 
wisdoni and integrity ; will regard him as a kind of watchful father ; yet, 
though Mfc, not wtfaUibU. 

11. He will look forward, rather than to what is^ost ; and be more 
xeatou to select and reward those who may do well, than to prosecute 
those wh«n, in bis own opinion, be oisy think delinquents. 
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IS. Hia prindples and coaduct, u tbej will be fiaUd bj tba nie, bo 
tbcy will b« ieiidtd by nmrrota mindi, wbieh oMMOt •nluga tb«r oon- 
«|if^0D4 boywd the beaten tnwk of fuwMft jViuiliqA. Pww Mwiee 
wf« ridicule^ in his att^npta Tor tbose very exjKdIenta by which ho drove 
the Spaniudi out'of his country. 

13. ir hia little or no influence fa Parlianieat be objected to him, he 
wlU aoBwer as Heary the Great did with regud to Rochell^ "I do kll I 
desiie to do there, in doing nothing but what I ought." 

14. The Uws he frames will be generous and comprebeDsive ; that is, 
in Ijord Veru lam's uervoiie expressian, "deep, not vulgar; not made on 
the spur of a particular occasion for the preeent, but out of providence for 
the future ; to make the estate of the people alill more and more happy." 

15. Above all, he will study to restore and secure upright maJmen and 
prtiie^rf«>; knowing tkeu to be the very atrcng-fA and mtaU of every state. 

18. As by these means, he will put the oatural and internal aprings of 
goveTninent into action ; ho he will keep up tbs action in its full vigour, 
by employing ahility and merit .- and hence men of geiiiuE^ capacity, and 
Tirtue, will of course fill the most tmpartaut and public stationa, in every 
department of the state. 

17. To futSI this great purpose, he will search for men capable of serv- 
ing the public, without regard to wealth, family, parliamentary interest, 



18. He will despise those idle claims of priority of rank, or seniority of 
station, when they are unsupported by services performed in that rank or 
station. He will aeaich for those, wherever they are to be found, whose 
active spirits and superior capadty promise advantage to the public. 

19. He will not ahuae this power indulged to him ofsuperseding supe- 
rior rank, by preferring his own favourites. If he finds the appearance of 
ability and worth among tlie friends or dependents of his enemies, he will 
trust them with the execution of hi^ most important designs, on the 
HCceSB of which his own character may depend. 

an. Having no motive but the welfare of his country, if he cannot 
accomplish that, by such measures as his heurt approves, be will bnvelf 
ud peaceably rasign. 
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N». «. — Ckaraetmttiot »/ an Impartial PuiUc 

Writer, at laid out by Mr. Ryerton, in the Chrittum 
Qvdxrdum, September 19, 1838 ; 'Ojhich he selected 
at hit exampler, as far at he might think it hit duty 
to write on public affairs^ and as far at his hi/mlle 
eapadtiet would allow. Originally selected from 
" An Estimate of the Manners and Principles of 
the Times." 

Let lu ftttempt to iketch this portrait for the nee of those who dmj 
aspire at imputislitf ; and coqaidfr " hy what cbancteristica be wonid 
be distiDguiahed." 

1. He would chofw *■ a t fodd w puth rfptlitici, wtow no putj mm 
ever dared to enter. 

2. He TTooId h; disliked ij p^rfj/ Ugob of everj deoominatioB: vrhoi 
whil« the; applauded oas page of hie work, would eseorate tite next. 

3. Iha mdiagaiscd fnedosa (rf kis manner would plaue t|w bi»e, 
tptoeish the weak, diegMst end eonfoiuid the guilty. 

4. Every rank, party and profenion, would acknowledge be had done 
tolenble justice to every rank, party and pioreaeloni tbelr own only 
excepted. 

i. He would Im eiUed arrogant faj tfaoee wbo call srary thing arro- 
gance, that ii not lerTili^. 

e. If he writ in a period when his coentry waj declining; while he 
pointed out the means from whence alone honeat hope could ariae, he 
would be charged by ecribbling ajcophanta with plunging the nation into 
despair. 

7. While be pointed out the abuses of fVeedoib, and thdr fiital effects, 
he would be blackened by designing whisperers, as the enemy to f^eedmn 
iUelf. 

8. The worthlees of every profeesion would be his sworn enemies ; 
hut mart of all, the worthless of hie own profeesion. 

5. As be would be reviled and defamed by the dissolute great without 
eanse ; so he would be ap[dauded by an honest people beyond his 
deserrings. 

10. Though his abilities wtx% smaU, yet the integrity of his intentions 
would nuke amends for the mediocrity of hie talents, 
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11. Am Mich ft writw would luve litUs pcetoanMu to liUnrf tmt ; 
M ho would Bot bo fntozic^ad with tbo fomw of litonu; Tontty ; hot 
would think with Sheffield, that 



It. Yet though he Korned the gildings of fKlMimbitioDiindthoricbeo 
acqaired by adulation ; be might not, poMibly, be oncoiucioni of that 
OBMught dignity, that envied enperiority to wealth and titlei, which ovon 
the Io?e of wiadom and virtae give. 

15. Should any of the gnat, therefore, afiect to disdain him on aeooant 
of hii prirate etatioD, he might, perhapa, reply with Petdita, 

" t wu not much athud ; tot aaee or twioe 
I ma aboot to apeak, and toll him plainly, 
Hat the aelf-iame loo that ihinei opon hii palace, 
ffides not hia beaTeoly viiaga ftaaa ay eettage, 
But lodu on loth alti«." 
1^ Hia free and uneoDqoerad «pirit would look down with eontempt 
onviewa oTinterert, when they came into competition with vlewa of doty. 
19. Nay, wei« he called to ao aeTero a trial, he wobU aren dare to 
make the gteateat and nrwt of ail honeat ncnficoi^ that of ftindriiip 
itsrif, to truth and virtue. 

16. Should the aenseof his duty to Ua countiT dMonnine Umtoft 
farther prowcatioo of his iabonrt, be would aay, 

" If mob my fate, do tboQ ftur Tairra deseand. 
And watebM, guard me in an boiMat Mtd : 
• Kindly MTOie, inatroct my eqnal line 

To oovt no fliand, nor own a fba, but thiDa." 
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ERRATA. 

Ftfs M, Una IB fW>m the top, "Atquid ToUoP' read <'£qul md 

VoUcl." 
Page 14S^ Una 19 from the top, before "Jai" inaert double commas 

and alM after "lAole," line XI. 
Pag* im, Una IB fwm the bottom, for "firtt," read "JU." 
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